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CHRONOLOGY OF * THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIII[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ;: 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 








HISTORY. (SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 


CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760, Vol. 39 & 40...59 Gro. IIL. ...... 1819 
P site Re rasiesinn 60 —  .. 1819-20 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witi. I. to 34 Geo. IL. 
1066-1760 


Second Series. 


ee Se See en aoe Oe REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Geo. IIT. 


1760-1800 (SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
é Vok I to: 3... Greeks «:... 182 
(First PARLIAMENT.) a: ee a aa ee 182] 
i anne 4) Gro: TE.......:. 1801; — 6— 7... 3 mel a vewas 1822 
Oe BP Ken sineen 42 OF assiceen 1802, —  8— 9... 4 on enaeaa 1823 
— 10—11... 5 = - venues 1824 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) oe Ms — 15... 6 a “aueia’ a 
TET cies 42 Geo. III. ...... ees! oo ee ott Oye 7 
(EtiGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. Ce ee 1826 
pee) ere ee 8 a gaara 1827 
ae is, SO ee ee 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued. ) —. IF —. 2P...10 ate ee 1829 
Vol. 1 & 2...44 Geo. IIL......1803-4 — 22 to 25...11 ae en 1830 
— 3to 5...45 amt) luetas 1805 
sanoceal 6 & 7...46 — - neds 1806 Third Series. 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. III....... 1806-7 (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vel. 1 to 3... Wie Qi... 830- 
(FourTH PARLIAMENT.) : : ns 
Vol. 9 to 11...48 GEO. III. 0000 L 807-8 (TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Se EO ( = 80S A 
me . ae, ae i aati Hn Vol. 4 to 8S... 2 Wi. IV. ...... 1832 
a ie — "Wsio1, — 9-3 a 1831 
— 21] — 23...52 ee acakas 1812 i 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 15 to 20... 4 Wita, FV......: 1835 
Vb $6 40:96...69 Cee. 1... 2oraag| Ee ees sia 
— 27 & 28...54 — ... 1813-14 eee” ; 
— 99 to 31...55 — ... 1814-15 (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 32 — 34...56 ye 1816 Vol. 26 to 30... 6 WiLL. IV....... 1835 
— 35 & 36...57 ne 1817| — 31— 35... 7 ih 1836 
— 37 — 38...58 


aa arn ece 1818; — 36— 38... 8 — —sveeee 1837 
| : 


iv 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 





CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


(TWENTY-FIRST PARLIAMENT.) 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol, 218 to 291...37 VICTORIA boeses 1874 
—- ‘222 —226...38 =| eeawes 1875 
Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 | __ 997 _931._.39 to 1876 
Te! aa 0 2 ae .1839 | es — oooCwTryrlUlC<“‘“<“uéi‘ TT”, —~<i‘<i‘<‘<‘(‘iC OO! '/] 
45 — 50... 200 aes ae ee ee 1877 
Ce rr 1840 | : wigs - 
. 2 1841 | 237 —242...41 etnies 1878 
a I De 
— 250 & 25 = 
(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) | a 7 mimes (a) 1880 
een 4 VicTor1A (b) 1841 | (TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) ; 
— 60to 65... 5 hr ee 1842 | Vol. 252 to 256...43 VicrorIA (b) 1880 
ine Bien St... 3 - <ano 1843 | — 257 —265...44 — Sones 1881 
a a 1844. — 266—273..45 — (a) 1882 
— e 1845 | — 274 &275...45 — (b) 1882 
as 93. 88... 9 See 1846 — 276 to283...46 Sasi ane 1883 
— 89 — 94...10 ey (a) 1847 | — 284 —292...47 =. ated 1884 
— 293 —301...48 — 1884-5 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) | (TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 95... -.... 10 Victoria (b) 1847 Vol, 302 to 307...49 VicToRIA (a) 1886 
~~ 96to101...11 =  _ antes 1848 
— a 1849 (TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT. 
— 108 —113...13 ee 1850 Vol. 308 & 309...49 Victoria (b) 1886 
as id 18. 14 lee canal 1851 — 310 to 321...50 ere 1887 
— 119 —122...15 — (a) 1852 — 322 —332...51 — — aeweee 1888 
— 333 —340...52 — —deeeee 1889 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) | — 341 —348..53 we, 1890 
1S Sane 15 Vicronta (b) 1852 | —~ *49-—886...54 = — 1890-1 
— 124t0129..16 — 4... 1853 Fourth Series. 
— 130 —135...17 a 1854 (TWENTY-FoURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
— 136 —-139...18 — — saeees 1855 Vol. 1to 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
—_ ee Aeniicae on ‘ie pe (TWENTY-FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
<P tot rs a Vol. 7 .........56 VICTORIA ......1892 
(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) oo bd to _ = —— 
Wal 146 40 147...20 Verona) 1067 | Stee . 
ae ae ee ee — ee ae 1895 
— 152 —153...22 on (a) 1859 (TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vek. SB vccin OP VORTOMEA 5.00. 1895 
(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) -- 37 to 44...59 — 1895-6 
Vol. 154 to 155...22 VicrortaA (b) 1859 | — 45— 52..60 — sae. 1897 
SE ee ees 1860 | — 53— 65.61  — wee. 1898 
— | a re 1861 | — 66— 76.62 — wn... 1899 
— 165 —168...25 om cole 4069 | TT cescesess 63 ER 1899 
ee a rr 1863 | — 78— 83...63 — wa. 1900 
ee 1864 — 84 ... 6364 -- ou... 1900 
ee 1865 | — 85— 87...64 see 1900 
2 (TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMEN1.) | Vek. 06 .....000 64 VICTORIA ...... 1900 
Vol. a to ge VICTORIA...... ree | REIGN OF EDWARD VII. 
sa 190 193.31 _ "867.8 | (TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
; co. yee 1 Epwarp VII....1901 
(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) | — 90to100 1 tee ...1901 
Vol. 194 to 198...32 Victoria ... 1868-9 | — 101 ... 1&2 — ... 1902 
—- 199 —203...33 — ~—s aster 1870 | — 102toll7 2 — ... 1902 
— 204 —208...34 me leans 1871 — 118to128 3 — ... 1903 
— 209 —213...35 — beeen 1872 | — 129to140 4 —_— ..- 1904 
214 —217...36 — bee eee 1873 | — 141 to 149 5 — 1905 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS - 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Lord President of the Council and President of the Board of Education-——Most Hon. the 
Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Affairs Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G. 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS-DOUGLAs, M.P. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. ALFRED LYTTELTON, M.P. 
War——Rt. Hon. H. O. ARNOLD-ForSTER, M.P. 
India——Rt. Hon. ST. JoHN Broprick, M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer —Rt. Hon. J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty—-Rt. Hon. Earl Cawpor. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBCURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade Most Hon. the MARQUESS OF SALISBURY. 
Postmaster-General——Rt. Hon. Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Secretary for Scotland——Most Noble the Marquess of LINLITHGOW. 
President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. GERALD BALFowR, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture tt. Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. WALTER LonG, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY. 




















NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliameutary Secretary to the Treasury——Rt. Hon. Sir A, ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury Vicror CAVENDISH, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary to the Board of Education Sir WILLIAM ANSON, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty E. G. PRETYMAN, Esq., M.P. 
( LorpD BALCARRES, M.P. 
H. W. Forster, Esq., M.P. 
Lorp EpmMuUND TaALpot, M.P. 
fomowe Sir JOHN FISHER, G.C. . . 
ie ae, Rear-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury, K.C.S.1. 
Lords of the Admiralty——) Rear Admiral W. H. MAY, M.V.O. 
| Capt. F. G. INGLEFIELD, R.N. 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty——ARTHUR H. LEE, Esq., M.P. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR [in the Cabinet]. 
Lt.-Gen. Sir N. G. LyTTELTON, K.C.B., (Chief of General Staff). 
Major-General C. W. H. DouGLAs (Adjutant-General). 
Major-General H. C. O. PLUMER, C.B. (Quartermaster-General). 
Army Council—— ¢ Major-General Sir J. W. Murray, K.C. B. (Master General of the Ordnance). 
THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 
Secretary. THE PERMANENT UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 
(Col. Sir E. W. D. Warp, K.C.B.). 
Inspector-General of the Forees——General H.R.H. the Duke of CONNAUGHT, K.G., K.P., ete. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Oftice——Earl Percy, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Oftice—Hon. T. H. COCHRANE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Otfice——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Oftice——Most Noble the Marquess of BATH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Uftice——Rt. Hon. Earl of DoNOUGHMORE. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——A. BoNAR LAW Esgq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board-—J. GRANT LAWsoN, Esy., M.P, 
Financial Secretary, War Oftice—W. BRoMLEY DAVENPORT, Esq., M.P. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. Sir R. B. Finuay, K.C., M.-P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt. Hon. Sir E. Carson, K.C., M.P. 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
The Lord Advocate——C, Scott Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Sir WM. WALROND, Bt., M.Ps 











Lords of the Treasury-—- 














vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General—— 


Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON, G.C.B. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord WOLVERTON. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND Montcomery, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Diike of PortLanp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——-Rt. Hon. Sir SAVILE CrossLEyY, Bt., M.V.O., M.P. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VaLentia, M.V.O., M.P. 
Treasurer of the Houseliold ——The Marquess of HAMILTON, M,P. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon. Earl WaLpEGRAVE. 

/Rt. Hon. Earl of Kintore, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 

| Rt. Hon. Viscount CuurcuiLt, K.C.V.0. 
ee Rt. Hon, Harl of Errou. 
~ Ene \ Rt. Hon. Lord Lawrence. we 

| Rt. Hon. Lord Scrrietp, G.C.V.0O., K.C.B. 

| Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


i=) 


\ 
SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——The Most Noble the Marquess of 


LINLiTHGOW. 
Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. Lorp DUNEDIN. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. C. Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspureu, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montross, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LeEveN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General——E,. T. SALVENSEN, Esq., K.C. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant—— Rt. Hon. Ear] of DupLey. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. WALTER LONG, M.P. 

Under Secretary——Sir ANTONY MACDONNELL, G.C.S.1. K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President : Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. ATKrNson, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——J. H. M. CampBet, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of OnsLtow. 

Clerk of Parliaments——Sir Heyry J. L. Grauam, K.C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. 'THEsiGER, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALDERSON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBerT Gray, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Billsk——A. Harrison, Usq. 

Senior Clerks—— 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 

SKENE, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Lricu, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons JeuNE, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. ANstRUTHER, Esq. 
W. H. Hamitton Gorpon, Esq. 

Other Clerks—Hon. A. McDonnett; A. H. Rosrxson, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills); H. P. 
St. Jonny, Esq.; V. M. Bropupn, Esq.; Hon. E. A. Stoxor; H. J. F. Bapetey, Esq. ; 
C. Heapram, Esq. ; J. B. Horna, Esq. ; E. C. Vicors, Esq.; A. Tennyson, Esq. ; and 
G. D. Luarp, Esq. 

Accountant and Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court. 

Assistant Copyists Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Court. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worrett, C. E. Curziert, A. M. Srotr, J. W. F. Loexg, 
J. McMintan, G. Bennett, G. T. Pome. 

Librarian EDMUND GosskE, Esq., LL.D. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Butier. 

Attendant——Mr, W. WoRFELL. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS—(Cont.) — vii 


Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campton, Esq.; J. F. Symoxs Jeune, Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. Fett, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Admiral Sir F. H. Stephenson, G.C.V.O., K:C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. BuTLEr. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir Fueerwoop I. Epwarops, G.C.V.O., K.O.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Wixtiams, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GurNey SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B. GALLOP. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. H. B. StREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 

Third Class Assistants——Messis. J. WooLacort, A. A. EpNry, J. F. BAuM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHiLwIps, 
W. W. MEATES. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W Casson. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. A. PALMER. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 

Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 





PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir COURTENAY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.L, C.LE. 

Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. GiBpons, Esq., C.B. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. LEY, Esq. 

Committee Office——R. DIcKINsON, Esq. 

Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks——F. St. GroRGE TuppeEr, Esq. ; H. C. Tower .Esq.;C. V. FRER:E, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.; Sir E, H. DoYLE, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq.; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq. ; HORACE WEST, Esq. ; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq. ; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BuLL, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS Wynn, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq. ; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. BOND, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. DAWKINS, Esq. ; R. P. CoLoms, Esq.; B. H. FELL, Esq. ; R. E. 
CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. Scorr PoRTER, Esq. ; F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; W. T. LEGGE, Esq., 
C. R. TurNER, Esq.; W. K. Gippons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. Smyru, Esy.; K. J. C, 
MoorsoM, Esq. ; R. D. RApcxirFE, Esq., W. P. JOHNSTONE, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq., C.V.O. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosserr, Esq. 

Assistant Sergeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Otfice Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Chaplain to the House——The Ven. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EpWArD GULLY, Esq., C.B. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOS LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collector of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Clerk to Referees——Sir E. H. Doy Le, Bart. 

Examiners of Private Bills——C. W. CAmPIon, Esq. ; J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Vote Office—— 

Principal Clerk——PHILIP SMITH, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. ; JOHN Poyser, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq.; Assistant Librarian——-Temp_Le Franks, Esq., B.C.L. 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs, 
A. Firmin, W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GuRNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers—— 

Journals——G. E. Briscor Eyre, Esq. 
Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr. I. LINCOLN; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Otfice Keeper——Mr. H. BULLOCK. 

Office Clerk in Committee Otfice—-——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers—— Messrs. C. DAVIE, H. JONES, G. D. WrtLER, J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD 
J. Ivory, G. NORMAN, J. SURREY, A. SEPPLE. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. M. INGLEFIELD and Mr. H. HAMBLING. 
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Messengers (lst Class)—-—Mr. C. WoopcraFT, Mr. R. RoBERTSON, Mr. J. HILLS, Mr. J. 
SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. DAy, Mr. 
J. HENDERSON, 

Messengers (2nd Class)—---Messrs. G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, A. HASKELL, 
oe C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON, H. G. EMMETT, J. L. PHILIP, W. 

INDLAY. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant——Mr W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM and J. HART. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 10TH JULY, 1905. 


Sat First.—The Earl of Chichester sat first in Parliament after the death of 
his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) ; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 5); Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6). 


Alsothe Certificates that no Standing Orders are applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills :—Locai Government Provisional Order (No. 16); Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 17). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table. . 


StanpING OrpeRs Committer.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Rathmines and Rathgar Extension and Im- 
provement Bill, ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed. 


Read, and agreed to 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill; North British Railway (General 
Powers) Bill.—The CuarrmMaN or CommMITTEEs informed the House that 
the opposition to the Bills was withdrawn. The orders made on Monday 
and Tuesday last discharged, and Bills committed 


Woolwich Borough Council Bill; Great Western Railway (Additional 
Powers) Bill ; Andover Lighting and Power Bill.—Read 3", with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons = es 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—House in Committee 
(according to order). Bill reported without Amendment. Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3" -tomorrow 
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x TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 10.) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill. [H.L.].—Amendments 
reported (according to order) ; and Bill to be read 5* to-morrow 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill —Brought from the Com- 
mons and read 1*; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 133.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp oF Epvucation.—Regulations for the instruction and training of pupil 
teachers ; eis 


HistoricaL Manuscripts (Royat ComMiss!on).—Manuscripts of His Grace 
the Duke of Rutland, K.G., preserved at Belvoir Castle. Vol. IV. . 


Sea FisHertes (ScoTLAND).—Report to the Secretary for Scotland of a De- 
partmental Committee on the sea fisheries of Sutherland and Caithness. 
Volume II. Minutes of evidence and appendices. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Post OrricE StatuToRY RULES AND ORDERS, 1905,—1. (Money Orders) No. 
783. The Postal Order (Colonial) Amendment (No. 4) Regulations, 1905; 
dated 29th June, 1905. 


2. (Post Office Savings Banks) No. 785. The Post Office Savings 
Banks Regulations, 1905; dated 15th May, 1905 ~ ms 7 


Nava Savincs Banxs.—Account of deposits in Naval Savings Banks and the 
payments thereof, and of interest thereon, of all investments under the 
Naval Savings Banks Act, 1866, and the application of the interest or divi- 
dends accruing in respect thereof, and of the sale of any stocks, annuities, or 
securities during the financial year 1903-1904 .. 


Prisons (ScoTLAND) Acts, 1860 To 1904.—Rule made by the Secretary for 
Scotland as to the appointment of a visiting committee to the prison at 
Glasgow (Duke Street). 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


NEW BILL. 


Royal Declaration Bill [H.t.]—A Bill to modify the declaration required by 
the Bill of Rights and the Act of Settlement to be made by the Sovereign. 
Was presented by the Viscount Llandaff; read 1*; and to be printed. 
(No. 131.) . fe Ce alt ae ch 


BusINEss OF THE House.—Moved, That Standing Order No. XXXIX. be 
suspended for this day’s sitting.—(The Marquess of Lansdowne) ; agreed 
to; and ordered accordingly .. ve oe os fe 7 


Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1*; to 
be printed; and to be read 2* on sian next. — —s Earl of Mayo.) 
(No. 132.) . F 
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Home DEFENCE. 
The Earl of Wemyss .. oh - = sg - - we 4 


Moved to resolve, “‘ That, in the opinion of this House, it would be a danger 
to the Realm, and limit the power of the Navy as an offensive force in 
war, to trust to it alone for home defence, and, inasmuch as it is ad- 
mitted that the Navy cannot guarantee us against so-called hostile 

‘raids,’ it is the more needful that our land “defences should at all 
times be such that no nation would ever attempt, in any form, a hostile 
landing on our shores.”—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


Earl Roberts .. vi ‘is - 3 “ - ‘ ex-,* ae 
Lord Ellenborough  .. . an a 
The Under-Secretary of State ie War r(E wait a Devens mor “a me pe 
Viscount Goschen .. +s 7 ae i i i ve Te 
Lord Newton .. - ‘5 ‘ i os oe i ne 
Lord Muskerry ne 35 
The Secretary of State for Picea Ateis 8 (The Macgua 8s of aad i 36 
The Marquess of Ripon “s = a - ‘a ge ‘1. 
The Earl of Wemyss .. “a “a ‘a a “a 7 x oe 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
FLOATING MINEs. 


Lord Muskerry ‘ “a ve | a 
The Secretary for Svcd ( The Marae sso} a oe - vo, Oe 


DockyARD DISCHARGES. 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester a e = sa Pe = 2 
The Marquess of Linlithgow .. ‘i ne as sy re .. 56 


War Stores (Commission) Bill.—0On the Order to go into Committee on this 


Bill. 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) a - x ‘on 
The Marquess of Ripon mA PP - zi id .. d8 


House in Committee (according to order) ; BillreportedwithoutAmendment. 
Standing Committee negatived. Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
having been suspended), Bill read 3*, and passed. 


House adjourned at a quarter before Eight o’clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 10TH JULY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bixis [Lorps] (StaNDING ORDERS NoT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Read- 
ing thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Oldham and Saddleworth District Tramways Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs [LorpDs] (StTaNviNG ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, inthe case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Read- 
ing thereof, the _— Orders which are applicable thereto have been 


complied with, viz. 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London, No. 1) 
Bill [Lords]. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow 
Hitchin and District Gas Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Hessle Gas Bill [Lorps].—Read the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments .. - oa ae a a =v y8 ats “a 


Southend and Colchester Light Railways Bill [Lorps]; Tees Valley 
Water Board Bill[Lords] ; Whitby Urban District Council Bill vimaeated 
—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne eeemene Bill aimee —Read a second time, and 
committed ie < er mC 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [Lorps]; Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill ind —Read the third time, and aia with 
Amendments .. ns es - ‘ ; , , 


Pier and tone seteaeten Order ~" + ae. —Read the third oe 
anc passe ° oe we 


Gas and Water Orders es i: 2) ae pee —Read a second 


time, and committed 
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Thames Conservancy Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; —— to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed .. ee ‘ we «- © 
PETIVIONS. 


PuRSHAD, THAKUR.—Petition of Thakur Purshad, for redress of grievances ; 
to lie upon the Table a 5 “a ss is ‘ inl 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Deer Forests (HIGHLAND CrortinG CountTiks).—-Return [presented 29th 
June]; to be printed. [No. 232.].. ws - os - << 


REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS.—Copy presented, of Memorandum by the President 
of the Local Government Board [by Command]; tolieuponthe Table 60 


IMPERIAL REVENUE (COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE) (GREAT BRITAIN AND 
IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 8th March ; 
Mr. Joseph A. iia to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 233. ] $4 - “a 7 ‘a we «a & 
Post OrFicE (MonEYy OrDERS).—Copy presented, of the Postal Order (Colonial) 
Amendment (No.4) Regulations, 1905, dated 29th June, 1905 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table Pe “a ‘“ a ‘i ay - 


Post OrricE Savines Bank (ReGuLations).—Copy presented, of Post Office 
Savings Bank Regulations, 1905, dated 15th May, 1905 [bv Act]: to 
lieuponthe Table .. ¥ i ie ~ ait v 61 


Historica Manuscripts (Royat Commission).—Copy presented, of Report 
on the Manuscripts of His Grace the Duke of Rutland, K.G., preserved at 
Belvoir Castle, Vol. IV. [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table eit - 


Boarp or Epucation.—Copy presented, of Regulations for the Instruction and 
Training of Pupil Teachers from August Ist, 1905, to July 31st, 1906 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table “a ss , a 


Sea FisHertes (ScoTtanp).—Copy presented, of Report to the Secretary for 
Scotland of a Departmental Committee on the Sea Fisheries of Sutherland 
and Caithness. Vol. II. Minutes of Evidence and Appendices [by Command] 
to lie upon the Table he - ee be < ea « 


Prisons (SCOTLAND).—Copy presented, of Rule made by the Secretary for Scot- 
land as to the appointment of a Visiting Committee to the Prison at Glasgow 
(Duke Street) [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ia - a ion 


DIsEASES OF ANIMALS Acts.—Copy presented, of Report of Proceedings by the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland, under the 
Diseases of Animals Acts, for the year 1904 [by eatin to lie upon the 
Table a we ne se “4 = , e me a 


Nava. Savines Banks.—Account presented, of Deposits in Naval Savings 
Banks, and the payments thereof and the interest thereon, etc., during 
the financial year 1903-4 [By me to lie hiena the Table and to be 
printed [No. 234] . - oe ‘ ee an at “ 
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REVENUE BiLt.—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum explanatary of the Revenue 
Bill.’"—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
CME sy ic ae at aaa GS ee 7 a 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Counci, Lasour 1n Cape Cotony.—Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottingham- 
shire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


EXPENDITURE AND FINANCIAL PosITION OF MunIcIPAL CORPORATIONS.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Marshall Hall (Lancashire, Southport) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Report oF VAGRANCY CoMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Pike Pease (Darlington); 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour oa 


ORANGE DISTURBANCES IN GLASGOW.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Scott-Dickson es ra a 7 si ¥ 


Loss or Pusiic Houipays By Excise OrriciaLs aT Dis f1LLERIES.—Question, 
Mr. Joseph Devlin; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


THE Crimes Act—ProciaimEeD Districts 1x IRELAND.—Question, Mr. John 
Redmond (Waterford) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long e 


ALIENS Bint—DanceEr To BritisH SHIppING TRADE.—Question, Mr. Charles 
Wilson (Hull, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas ts 


LOCAL PRACTITIONERS ATTENDING PATIENTS IN ISOLATION HospITaLs.—Question, 
Sir Charles Welby (Nottinghamshire, Newark) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


SURREY Epvucation ComMitree’s Accounts.—Question, Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


UpHoLsTERY WorK IN GOVERNMENT DockyaArRDs.—Question, Mr. Benn 
(Devonport) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman wi ; 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS AT DUNDEE.—Question, Mr. Samuel Roberts 
(Sheffield, Ecclesfield) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law : 


Tue InpIaAN Viceroy AND Lorp KITCHENER’s ARMY PROPOSALS.—Question, 
Mr. John Ellis ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


PROMOTION OF ASSISTANT CLERKS IN NATIONAL EDUCATION OFFICE, DUBLIN.— 
Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


APPLICATIONS FOR RE-INSTATEMENT BY EvICTED TENANTS IN County WATER- 
FORD.—Question, Mr. Power (Waterford, E.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Grazinc LANDs ON THE Kinc-Harman Estate.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 
8S.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Tue Kinc-Harman EstaTe.—Question, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 
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and Major Seely ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster Be Ps 
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O’Brien (Kilkeny) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster “a = x ei 

Jomnt Stock ENTERPRISES IN THE TRANSVAAL.—Question, Major Evans-Gordon 
(Tower Hamlets, Stepney) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, The Secretary 
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Regis) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


MINISTER OF ComMERCE.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour 


Workman's CoMpENSATION AcT AMENDMENT Bitit.—Questions, Mr. Herbert 
Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland), and Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BusiNEss OF THE HousE—Sir E. Grey’s Votre oF CENSURE.—Questions, 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Cald- 
well (Lanarkshire, Mid.), Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. Pirie, Mr. Black (Banff- 
shire), Mr. Keir Hardie, Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick’, General 
Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest), Colonel Legge (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square), Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.), Colonel Lock- 
wood (Essex, Epping); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill—Reported, from the Standing Committee on 
Law, etc., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 256.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
236.] 
Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion 'l'o-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 265.] .. 
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Canals (No. 2) Bill.—Ordered, That the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
do examine the Canals (No. 2) Bill, with respect to compliance with the 
Standing Orders relative to Private Bills - , ; 


SELEctiIon (SranpDING ComMiTTEEs).—Mr. HAaLsry reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice.and Legal Procedure :— 
Mr. Higham and Mr. Joyce ; and had appointed in substitution :—Sir Charles 
Dilke and Mr. Jordan. 


Report to lie upon the Table - we - - or wie o* 
NEW BILLS. 


Public Schools Act (1868) Amendment (Vincent Square) Bill.—** To amend 
The Public Schools Act, 1868, so far as it affects Vincent Square, West- 
minster,” presented by Dr. Macnamara; supported by Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree, Mr. Benn, Mr. Burns, Mr. Crooks, Mr. Lough, Mr. Louis 
Sinclair, Mr. Cust, and Mr. Cohen ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
July 25th, and to be printed. [Bill 266. | ‘ ee 


Corporal Punishment Restriction Bill.—“ To restrict the punishment of 
whipping to the cases of male offenders under the age of sixteen years,” 
presented by Mr. Lloyd Morgan ; supported by Mr. H. D. Greene, Mr. John 


Burns, and Mr. Abel Thomas; to read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 267. ] 


Aliens Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair ] 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 23, to leave out from the word ‘ if,’ to the end of 
the line, and insert the words ‘ it can be shown that he has not in his 


possession or is not in a.’ ”°—(Mr. Bright.) 


Question put, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 198 ; Noes, 126. (Division List No. 254.) 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) _ es me wi - oe 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page I, line 24, after the word ‘ position ’ to insert the words 
‘without recourse to poor relief.’ ””—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Lhe Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) nd 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) Pan ee « 
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Mr. Fenwick .. os = ee = rn 9s ‘it .. 138 
Mr. Akers Douglas .. - “4 m an is a .. 138 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 148; Noes, 215. (Division List No. 256.) 
Mr. Atherley Jones (Durham, N.W.) “ ee i es .. I4) 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 25, after the word ‘ or,’ to insert the words ‘is a 
skilled workman in any textile or mechanical trade or industry ; or.’ ”’— 
(Mr. Atherley-Jones.) 


Question proposed, ** That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Akers Douglas .. - ‘cs es in a vi .. 148 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) - es si ws ‘ ey .. 144 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Akers-Douglas .. re - ae a “i es .. 145 
Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 26, after the word ‘any’ to insert the words 
* disease or.’ °—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) i - ‘as #5 As .. 145 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ds we ie zis is ‘ .. 145 
Dr. Hutchinson (Sussex, Rye) ns sii ra a re .. 146 
Mr. William Rutherford .. an - sis ve ne wo ET 


Question put and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 5, after the word ‘ or,’ to insert the words is an 
anarchist or person who believes in or advocates the overthrow by 
force or violence of all government or all forms of law, or the assassina 
tion of public officials, or.” °—(Mr. Willicin Rutherford.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Robert Finlay... ve We es “a mo ws .. 149 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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under this Act, or.’ ”°—(Mr. William Rutherford.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. William Rutherford ws we 1 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 7, after the word ‘ case,’ to insert the words ‘ or if 
he is an alien who has been recently rejected by or deported from some 
other foreign country’.”—(Mr. William Rutherford.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

Sir Robert Finlay .. “4 - $6 “2 a ‘i .. 150 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Sir Charles Dilke .. su ‘a ‘i 7 oe wa .. 150 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 9, after the words ‘ country,’ to insert the words 
‘by reason of the treatment of the religious body to which he belongs 


or.’ ”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) ee in - an ca: 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. te Sy sie a a is .. 54 
Mr. Stuart Samuel a = ah are a oe -. 159 
Mr. Cohen ae 3 Sg ne i a ue a. SG 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Aliens Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 
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Clause 1 :— 
Amendment proposed— 


“* In page 2, line 9, after the word ‘ country ‘ to insert the words ‘ by 
reason of the treatment of the religious body to which he belongs or.’ ”— 
(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Emmott 

Mr. Duke (Plymouth) 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice 

Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
Captain Ellice (St. Andrews iia 
Major Evans-Gordon . 
Lord Hugh Cecil i 

Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) 

Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffizld, Brightside 
Mr. Sydney Buxton ; 
Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on- Tyne) .. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour uk ee 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the Chairman proceeded, in pursuance ‘of 
the Order of the House of the 5th July, to put the a on the 
Amendment already proposed from the Chair. a 


Question put, “ That the words ‘ by reason of the treatment of the re ligious 
body to which he belongs or’ be there inserted.” ‘| 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 189 ; Noes, 223. (Division List No. 257.) 


The Chairman then proceeded successively to put forthwith the Question on 
any Amendments moved by the Government of which notice had been 
given, and on every Question necessary to dispose of the business 
allotted to the sitting. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 12, at the end, to insert the words, ‘ nor shall leave 
to land be withheld in the case of an immigrant who shows to the 
satisfaction of the immigration officer or board concerned with the case 
that, having taken his ticket in the United Kingdom and embarked 
direct therefrom for some other country immediately after a period of 
residence in the United Kingdom of not less than six months, he has 
been refused admission in that country and returned direct therefrom 
to a port in the United Kingdom.’ ’—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,”’ put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After the words last inserted, to insert the words, ‘ and leave to 
land shall not be refused merely on the ground of want of means to 
any immigrant who satisfies the immigration officer or board concerned 





Page 


163 
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with the case that he was born in the United Kingdom, his father being 
a British subject, and that he intends to make only a temporary stay in 
the United Kingdom.’ ”—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 
Question, “‘ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 17, at the end, to insert the words ‘ or if security 
is given to his satisfaction that undesirable immigrants will not be 
landed in the United Kingdom from those ships except for the purpose 
of transit.’ ”’—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 

Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

** In page 2, line 22, at the end to insert the words ‘but an immigrant 
conditionally disembarked shal] not be deemed to have landed so long 
as the conditions are complied with.’ ”—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 

Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 

(Question put, “ That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 237; Noes, 188. (Division List No. 258). 
Olause 2 :— 

Amendment proposed— 

Tn page 2, line 30, to leave out the words ‘ landing of immigrants 
for the purpose of,’ and insert the words ‘ disembarkation of immigrants 
for the purpose of inspection ’’’—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas)— 
instead thereof. 

Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 2, line 33, to leave out the words ‘ holding of meetings 
of the board if convenient on an immigrant ship,’ and insert the words 
‘place of meeting of the board.’ °—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas)— 
instead thereof. 

Question, “‘ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed- 

“In page 2, line 36, to leave out the word ‘landed,’ and insert the 

word ‘disembarked.’ ”—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas)—instead 


thereof. 


Question, “‘ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 2, line 36, at the end, to insert the words ‘ Rules made 
under this section shall provide for notice being given to masters of 
immigrant ships and immigrants informing them of their right of appeal 
and also, where leave to land is withheld in the case of any immigrant 
by the immigration officer, for notice being given to the immigrant and 
the master of the immigrant ship of the grounds on which leave has 
been withheld.’ ’—(MUr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 

Question, “ That the Amendment be made,”’ put, and agreed to. 
Question put, “ That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Aves, 237 ; Noes, 187. (Division List No. 259.) 
Clause 3 :— 
Question put, “* That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 
few 
The Committee divided :—Aves, 260: Noes, 133. (Division List No. 260. 

s ? 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress, to sit again to-morrow. 


ALIENS (EXPENSES).—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That it is expedient to authorise the 
payments, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of the salary 
and remuneration of any officers, inspectors, or persons appointed 
under any Act of the present session to amend the law with regard to 
aliens, and of any expenses incurred in carrying such Act into effect.” 


—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, the Chairman proceeded to put 
forthwith the Question. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 214; Noes, 152. (Division List No. 261.) 
- Question put, “ That the Chairman do report the Resolution to the House.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 160; Noes, 126. (Division List No. 262.) 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


Medical Act (1886) Amendment Bill.—Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment ; to be read the third time to-morrow... 
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DockyaRD AND Conrract Burtt Sutes.—Return ordered, “ of ships of 5,000 
tons and upwards built for the Admiralty since the Ist day of January, 1893, 
in (1) His Majesty’s Royal Dockyards ; and (2) by contract. under the 
following headings :— 








(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 7) (8) 
: 3 EY) 
¢ < = iF % % = 
= = + ° a “aa 5 A 
% E FE i g z 7 . 2 
% 8 = r + | 8 - = 
2 2 = x 5 a n & 
2 2 & ° = £ & a a3 
3 2 = = a» | #& = 23 
Zz = = & & | = “2 an 
i | 7 
ae ee eee ee eat |_——__ —__________ 
| 
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MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to, War Stores (Commis- 
sion) Bill. 


Amendments to—Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) Bill [Lords]; 
Mansfield Corporation Bill [Lords} Hastings Tramways Bill [Lords], 


without Amendment Ae ne ae ze ee sie ss 319 


Adjourned at nineteen minutes before One o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, Illra JULY, 15. 
Commission.—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :— 


. Consolidated Fund (No, 2). 
. Mr. Speaker’s Retirement, 
. War Stores Commission. 


Ss = 


a) 


4, Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10). 

5. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13). 

6. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4° 
7. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7). 

8. Highland Railway. 

9, Great Northern Railway. 

10. University College, London (Transfer). 

11. Weaver Navigation, 

12, Seaham Gas. 

13. Swansea Corporation. 

14, South-Kastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways. 
15. Hythe Corporation. 





XXVi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 11.) 


16. Stepney Borough Council (Superannuation). 
17. Great Western Railway (New Railways). 
18. Hastings Tramways. 

19. Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution). 

20. Mansfield Corporation. 

21. Barrymore Estate. 

22. Donovan’s Divorce. 


House adjourned during pleasure, 


House resumed i av Xe i es 


Sat First.—The Lord Boyle (£. Cork and Orren ry) § sat first in Parliament after 
the death of his father . ey Ka ea xe 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Dublin, Wicklow and Wexford Railway Bill.—Worcestershire County 
Council (Bridges) Bill Reported, without Amendment - 


LondonJand North-Western Railway Bill —The King’s consent re od ; 
and Bill reported, with Amendments : ‘ 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill [1.1.].—Metropolitan Electric 
Tramways Bill; Dublin United Tramways Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill.—Rhondda Urban District 
Council Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill—(Durham 

and Framwelgate Order opposed); Bolton Corporation Bill; Wemyss 
Dock Bill Le L.]; North Eastern Railway Bill; North Eastern Railway 
(Steam Vessels) Bill. Leave given to the Select Committee to adjourn over 
To-morrow ~ oe ee ee ee oe oe ee ee 


Malvern Water Bill—Rathmines and Rathgar Extension and Improvement 
Bill. Moved, That the order made on the 16th day of March last, ‘ That no 
Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bills 
be now read 2"; agreedto. Bills read 2" accordingly, and committed. The 
Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Various hints Bill sa ac — 


Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Liverpool, etc.) Bill 
[H.L.].—Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 2) 
Bill [u.u.]. Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [1...].—Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill - sal Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments . . os ee oe oe ee oe ee ee 
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Hitchin and District Gas Bill.— Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to .. ics “ ei ote - 


Paisley District Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [#.1.].—A Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order relating to Paisley District Tramways. Was 
presented by the Marquess of Linlithgow (pursuant to the Private Legisla- 
tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Sections 8 and 9); read 1* ; and to 
be printed. (No. 135) .. i < ns wi i wi oe 


Esk Valley Power-Gas Order Confirmation Bill [x.u.].—A Bill to confirm 
a Provisional Order relating to Esk Valley Power-Gas. Was presented by 
the Marquess of Linlithgow ; read 1"; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Section 7), deemed to 
have been read 2 *; and reported from the Committee. (No. 136.) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) 
Bill. Moved, That the order made on the 16th day of March last, ** That no 
Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after the 27th day of June next” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2"; agreed to; Bills read 2* accord- 
ingly ee we oe oe 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No, 4) Bill —Committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday next ; eat 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Committed. The 


Committee to be pe by the C ommitte e of Selection 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (Nc 0. 6) Bill —Committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday next ye as 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [#.1.]—Amendments reported 
(according to order), and Bill to be read 5* on Thursday next : ‘i 


Millport Piers and Burgin Extension Order Confirmation Bill.—Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill. Read 3* (according to order), 
and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [#.v. oem 3 tte 


to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp oF Epvucation (ComMITTEE ON Roya. CoLLEGE oF Scrence).—Preli- 
minary Report of the Departmental Committee on the Royal College of 
Science (including the Roval School of Mines) and questions connected 
therewith 


Army (VoLUNTEERS).—Annual Report of the Volunteer Corps of Great Britain, 


for the vear 1904 
Diseases OF ANIMALS Acts. 
Report of proceedings as regards Ireland, for the year 1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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Public Meetings (Facilities) Bill [x.L.].—Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with further Amendments. The Report of the Amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole House and by the Standing Committee, to be re- 
ceived on Thursday next, and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 154.) .. 


Shipowners’ Negligence (Remedies) Bill—[Seconp Reapinc].—Order of 
the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Ludlow .. ee ays ae 3 oes 3 - Pe 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Ludlow.) 
Lord Heneage 


On Question, Bill read 2° and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Friday next. 


Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., ay ee Bill—Read 3* (according 
to order), and passed a “ 


Horst DIsease tn IRELAND. 


The Earl of Mayo 

The Lord President of the ( ‘ouncil and Preside nt of the Board of E Jucation 
(The Marquess ” waividiins es ‘ is és 

Earl Spencer F 

Lord Tweedmouth 

Lord Burghclere 

The Marquess of Londonderri ry ‘ 

The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Onslow) 


ADEN PROTECTORATE AND YEMEN. 
Lord Reay 


Moved, “ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for—l. Re- 
port on Aden Harbour by the Aden Commission, appointed in August, 
1901. 2. Figures of the recent trade of Aden; foreign, local and Indian. 
3. Papers on the boundary line between Yemen and the Aden Protec- 
torate.”—(The Lord Reay.) 


Lord Brassey .. 

The Under-Secretary of ‘State jor India 1 (The Marquess wins Bath) 
The Marquess of Ripon 

Lord Reay 


On Questien, Motion agreed to ; and ordered accordingly. 
PASSENGERS TO PLACES OUT OF EuROPE. 
The Under Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Duke of Marlborough) 


Moved, “ That there be laid before the House a Return showing the Numbers 
and Nationalities of the Passengers that left the United Kingdom for 
Places out of Europe in each month from June to December, 1905, dis- 


tinguishing the principal countries in which the passengers contracted 


to land.”—(The Duke of Marlborough.) 
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Earl Spencer .. 240 
The Secretary of State jor F oreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 240 
16 ; ; : 
On Question, Motion, as amended, agreed to and ordered accordingly. 
Morocco. 
16 Earl Spencer ‘ ‘ ya i es .. 240 
The Marquess of Lansdowne <a ae i s x .. 241 
StanpING CommitTEE.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That they have 
19 added the Earl Cadogan to the Standing sce read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table .. - os es as ‘ - .. 231 
PassENGERS TO PLacEs ouT oF Europe.—Return (in part) respecting ; laid before 
: the House (pursuant to order of this day), and to be printed. (No. 157.) .. 241 
0 House adjourned at ten minutes past Six o’clock, to Thursday 
next, a quarter-past Four o’clock. 
20 Senin 
22 | ss es aie aa 
D4 HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, llta JULY, = 1905. 
25 § 
26 The House met at Two of the Clock. 
26 | 
27 | CouMission.—Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went ;—and, being returned ;—Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal 
Assent to a number of Bills (See page 213) ie ae oa .. 241 
29 
: PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PrivaTE, Bits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the iollowing 
j Bull, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
32 5 the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
33 | thereto have been complied with, viz.:—Rhymney and Aber Valley Gas 
3 and Water Company Bill [Lords]. 
o 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time. 
i 
} Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill [Lorps]; Metropolitan and Great 
Central Railway Companies Bill [Lords] ; Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
39 § Water and Gas Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered ; to be read the 


third time .. os a a ey, 7 we = es ~« 242 


i Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London, No. i) Bill 
[Lorps]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [Lords|—Read a 
second time, and committed es <s os ne ae Le .. 242 
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Stanpinc OrpERs.—Resolutions reported from the Select Committee. 


1, ‘ That, in the case of the South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and 
Coke Company Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. 
That the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. “* That, in the case of the Dover Harbour Bill [Lords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


Littlehampton Urban District Council Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed Zi 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Order relating to the Counties of Essex and 
Hertford not confirmed ; Remaining Orders confirmed] [Title amended] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 


Private Bis (Group J).—Ordered, That W. Redfern Kelly do attend the Com- 
mittee on Group J of Private Bills on Thursday, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock 


Rattway BILLs (Group 8).—Mr. AsuToN reported from the Committee on Group 
8 of Railway Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, the Committee had 
adjourned until Thursday, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


PrivaTE Bits (Group E).—Sir Henry AuBREY-FLETCHER reported trom the 
Committee on Group E of Private Bills ; That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Friday, at Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, 


That they have agreed to—Woolwich Borough Council Bill; Great 
Western Railway (Additional Powers) Bill; Andover Lighting and Power 
Bill, with Amendments. ‘ 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional] Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Brentford, Croydon (Rural), Durham Dis- 
tricts, Eastbourne (Willingdon Extension) (Gravesend (Extension to North- 
fleet), Kingsbury, Old Windsor, and Wimborne and District.’ [Electric 
Lighting Provisional sid _ 9) Bill [Lords]. 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘“* An Act to confer further powers on the 
Metropolitan Electric Supply Company, Limited, with respect to electrical 
energy ; and for other purposes.” }[ seats aie Electric isadad ey 
(Various Powers) Bill [Lords] 


Page 


to 
rag 
eo 


243 


243 


243 





i 





— 


)ApM 





Jul 
Me 


Ele 


Loc 


Sint 


TUE 


UNE 


: Pris 


ARM 


ARM 


Roy 


» Papi 


|THE 


| Reps 


Wir 


2 


July 11.5 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Various Powers) Bill [Lorps].— 
Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [Lorps].—Read the 


first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to 
be printed. [Bill 268.] 


PETITIONS. 


Loca, AuTHoritigs (TAXATION AND PurcHASE OF LAND) BiLL.—Petition from 
Islington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Sincu, ManarasAH Mapuo.—Petition from Pannah State, for inquiry into his 
case ; to lie upon the Table : : : 


TUBERCULOSIS (ANIMALS) PREVENTION AND COMPENSATION BILL.—Petition 
from Newcastle-upon-Tyne, against ; to lie upon the Table .. 


UNEMPLOYED WoRKMEN Biti.—Petitions for alteration ; from Maidstone; and 
Wandsworth ; to lie upon the Table x 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


» 


) Prisons (ScoTLaND).—Paper [presented 10th July]; to be printed. [No. 257.] 


| Army (VoLUNTEER Corps).—Copy presented, of Annual Return of the Volunteer 
Corps of Great Britain for the year 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ‘ 0 - bi He + 


| Army (VoLUNTEERS).—Copy presented, of Circular Letter addressed to General 
Officers Commanding in Chief, in substitution for the Circular Letter of 20th 
June, 1905 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Roya CoLLEGE OF SCIENCE (DEPARTMENTAL CoMMITTEE).—Copy presented, of 
Preliminary Report of the Departmental Committee on the Royal College 
of Science (including the Royal School of Mines), and Questions connected 
therewith [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


>Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovuse.—Divorce and 





_ Matrimonial Causes (Rule). Copy of Draft Additional Rule in Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes under the Rules Publication Act, 1893 [by Act] 
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245 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Tae “Kew Butuerin.”—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, S.); Answer, Mr. 
Ailwyn Fellowes ‘ se a a er oe oa 


‘Report oF ScorrisH AGRICULTURAL ComMissioN.—Question, Mr. Catbcart 
Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


| ADMIRALTY ORDERS FOR ARMOUR PLATE.—Question, Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, 


Brightside) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman 


WirELEss TELEGRAPHY IN THE Navy.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman 
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Ace Limir ror Masgor-GENERALS, Roya Marines.—Question, Mr. Reginald 
Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. a a ie 


SwinE Fever.—Question, Mr. A. K. — slcamiits an ; Answer, Mr. 
Ailwyn Fellowes 


Report oF CAUSES AND SYMPTOMS OF SWINE FrEvER.—Question, Mr. A. K. 
Loyd; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes .. 


SuGGESTED IssuE oF MonTHLY Reports ON TRADE OF FoREIGN CoUNTRIES.— 
Question, Sir Samuel Scott (Marylebone, W.) ; Answer, Earl Percy .. 


BRITISH AND ForEIGN Troops IN CRETE.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Molton); Answer, Earl Percy 


FINDING OF GoLD ORNAMENTS IN IRELAND.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde 
(Wexford, N.); Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


PUBLICATION OF MANuscRIPTS OF IRISH FRANCISCANS.—Question, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


EpvucatTion or Lasourers IN InpIA.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick : 


Tue Kinc-Harman Estate.—Question, Mr. — (Leitrim, 8.); Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long a oy sty : of oe ee os 


DESTRUCTION OF ANCIENT MONUMENT ON THE King-HarmMan EstTaTE.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


ComPLeTION or Works AT PAauLDUFF Pier, Country WrExFrorD.—Question, 
Sir Thomas Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


APPOINTMENT OF RESIDENT MANAGER OF LIsLEA No. 1 Nationat ScHoor.— 
Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long . 


ARMY REcRUITING.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 





Minit1aA BATTALIONS AND THE SHORT-SERVICE ARMY.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Army Recruitinc—Lone anp SHort SerRvIcE.—Questiou, Mr. Marks (Kent, 
Thanet); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


ARMY—VACANCIES FOR OFFICERS IN CAVALRY AND GUARDS.—Question, Mr. 
Marks; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


ArMY—Lone-Tirm Men AVAILABLE FOR INDIAN AND ForEIGN Drarts.— 
(Juestion, Mr. Marks; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 
Questions, Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), 


and Mr. Bright (Shropshire, Oswestry); Answers, The Secretary to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) - - 
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Amendment proposed— 2 
“In page 3, line 39, after the word ‘ alien,’ to insert the words ‘ not 
being an alien who last entered the United Kingdom before the commencement 
' of the Act, or an immigrant in whose case leave to land has been given 
under this Act.” ’—(Mr. Akers-Douglas.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) .. as oe oe -. 305 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 5, line 40, to leave out the words ‘ six months,’ and 
insert the words ‘one year.” ”—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “* That the words ‘six months’ stand part of the 


clause.” 
Mr. Akers-Doug/as ak as ae ne ota are Nt a Oe 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) ne is a wie oe wie OUT 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 5, to leave out from the word * shall,’ to the end 
of line 5.°—(Mr. Runeiman.) 


Question proposed, “* That the words proposed to be lelt out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Akers-Douglas ae with we a nas a ae 508 
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Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 223; Noes, 172. (Division List No, 265.) 

Question put, “ That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :-—Aves, 234; Noes, 175. (Division List No. 266.) 

And, it being half-past Six of the clock, the Chairman proceeded, in 

pursuance of the Order of the House of July 5th, successively to put 
forthwith the Question on any Amendments moved by the Government 
of which notice had been given, and on every Question necessary to 
dispose of the business allotted to the Sitting, 

Clause 5 :— 


Question put, .- “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Avyes, 245; Noes, 181, (Division List No, 267 
; ; -) 





eee ate es 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. xxxvii 
ge July 11.) ; Page 
Clause 6 :— 

Lot Amendment proposed— 

nt 
en In page 5, line 7, after the word ‘department,’ to insert the words 

or any port sanitary authority.” (Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 

Question, “‘ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. . 
105 Another Amendment proposed. - 


In page 5, line 9, after the word ‘ department,’ to insert the words 
‘or authority.’ (Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 


(Question, ‘That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 

Question put, “ That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 

306 The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250 ; Noes, 191. (Division List No. 268.) 
Clause 7 :-— 

307 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 5, line 32, to leave out the word ‘ landed ’ and insert the 
word * disembark.’ ”’—(Mr. Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 


(Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


308 (Question put, “ That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


er The Committee divided :—Ayes, 248 ; Noes, 186. (Division List No. 269.) 
Clause 8 :-— 
Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) .. F a ‘9 oe .. 329 
Amendment proposed— 
“ In page 6, line 15, to leave out the word ‘steerage.’ ”—(Mr Fuller.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ steerage ’ stand part of the clause.” 
Sir Robert Finlay .. ee re or a) i ~ .. 331 


Mr. Whitley (Halifar) be a ee ee a 43 .. daa 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) a = BH - ae ee .. do2 


Pe RENE 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman leit the 
Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
Aliens Bill, 
Considered in Committee. 
{In the Committee.) 
(Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] ea 
Clause 8 :— 
Amendment again proposed— 


“In page 6, line 15, to leave out the word ‘ steerage.’ “’—(Mr. 
Full-r.) 


Question again proposed, * That the word ‘steerage’ stand part of the 
clause.” 





Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, S.) ee in a o- ». 335 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) .. ee ‘is “a - .. 334 
Mr. Forde Ridley (Bethnal Green, S.W.) .. i 2 i .. 339 | 
Mr. Seely (Lincoln) .. ; ' ss os es “ .. 336 
Mr. Akers-Douglas .. = Re we ia = 7 .. B3T 
Question put. | 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 144; Noes, 117. (Division List No. 270.) 


Mr. Marks (Kent, Thanet) ie Ae a ate ae ee. 1008 





Amendment proposed— 


“ In page 6, line 15, after the word ‘ passenger ’ to insert the words 
‘or alien member of the crew.’ ”—(Mr. Marks.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Major Evans Gordon is ad = ‘a a . se 
Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) .. a “ .. ddl 
Mr. Forde Ridley... = “ i = ee Ks .. ddl ie 
Sir Robert Finlay .. a ds oe Ki ‘3 = .. 3 i 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Fuller i “a - ti va me sh .. 343 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 15, after the word ‘ passenger,’ to insert the words 
‘not born in the United Kingdom.’ ”—(Mr. Fuller.) 
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Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Whitley 

Mr. Akers-Douglas 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) 

Mr. David Maclver . 

Mr. Flynn 

Mr. Abel Thomas (Carmarthen, EB.) 

Sir Robert Finlay... “ oa 
Mr. William Abraham (Glamorganshire Rhondda) 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) ne “s 
Mr. Austin Taylor 

Mr. Norman ( Wolverhampton, S.) 

Mr. Swift MacNeill 

Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) 

Mr. Leif Jones be a 

Mr. Churchill ‘ 

Mr. William Abraham 

Sir Robert Finlay .. es es 

Mr. H. Lawson (Tower Hamlets, Mile End) 

Mr. Sydney Buxton : ws ¢ 

Mr. Harwood 

Mr. Akers-Douglas .. 

Major Seely (Isle of W ight) is 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ss 
Mr. Renwick (Neweastle-on-Tyne) ae 
Mr. William Abraham - 


And, it being Midnight, the CHatrMAN proceeded, in pursuance of the Order 
of the House of the 5th July, to put the Question on the Amendment 
already proposed from the Chair. 


.Juestion put, “ That the words ‘ not born in the United Kingdom’ be there 
inserted.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 173; Noes, 214. (Division List No. 271.) 

she CHAIRMAN then proceeded successively to put forthwith the Question 
on any Amendments moved by the Government of which notice had 
been given, and on every Question necessary to dispose of the Business 
allotted to the Sitting. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 16, to leave out the word ‘ such.’ ”»—(.Mr. Secretary 
Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 6, line 19, to leave out the words ‘immediately proceed- 
ing, and insert the words ‘ proceeding within a reasonable time.’ ”— 


(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 20, at end, to insert the words ‘ or any passengers 
holding prepaid through tickets to some such destinationif the master 
or owner of the ship by which they are brought to the United Kingdom, 
or by which they are to be taken away from the United Kingdom, 
gives security to thesatisfaction of the Secretary of State that, except for 
the purposes of transit or under other circumstances approved by tk» 
Secretary of State, they will not remain in the United Kingdom, o1 
having been rejected in another country, re-enter the United Kingdom 
and that they will be properly maintained and controlled during then 
transit.’ ”°—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 

Question put, “ That the clause, as amended, stand part of the Bill.”’ 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 210; Noes, 161. (Division List No. 272.) 
Clause 9. 

Question put, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 204; Noes, 150. (Division List No. 273.) 
Clause 10. 

Question put, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee proceeded to a Division. 


Sir A. AcLanp-Hoop and Viscount VALENTIA were appointed Tellers for 
the Ayes, but no Members being willing to act as Tellers for the Noes the 
Chairman declared the Ayes had it. 


Question put, “ That the Chairman do report the Bill, as amended, to the 
House.” 


I'he Committee divided :—Ayes, 189; Noes, 152. (Division List No. 274.) 


Bill reported, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 271.] 


‘nd, it being One of the clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House, without 
Question put, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Adjourned at One o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 12TH JULY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London County Council (Tramways) Bill [Kive’s Consent sIGNIFIED].— 
Bill read the third time, and passed - a “s - “ 
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i) 
| 


Corbett Estate Bill [Lorps].—Read a second time, and committed 


Central London Railway Bill (By Orper).—Second Readng—deferred till 
Wednesday next « dy we i eA ee ai wa 


Cs 
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Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. a Bill ( 
OrDER).—See ond Reading deferred till Wednesday next 


we 


~| 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No 12) Bill.—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time To-moriow a oc aie 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments | Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
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~~! 
+ 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 


Administrative County of London and District Electric Power 
Company Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Order [6th July] for Com- 
mittal of the Bill be read and pc and that the Bill be committed 
to a Select Committee of Nine Members, Five to be nominated by the 
House and Four by the Committee of Selection. That all Petitions 
against the Bill presented not less than four clear days before the meet- 
ing of the Committee be referred to the Committee ; that the petitioners 
praying to be heard by themselves, their Counsel, or Agents, be heard 
against the Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the Bill. That the 
Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and records. That 
Five be the quorum.” —(Mr. Remnant.) 


Objection being taken, the Order was deferred to to-morrow evening .. 377 
PETITIONS. 


CuuRcHES (ScoTLanD) Bitt.—Petition of the Synod of the Free Presbyterian 
Church of Scotland, against Clause » ; to lie upon the Table + .. 378 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LocaL GoveRNMENT Boarp.—Copy presented, of Supplement to the Thirty- 
third Annual Report of the Local Government Board, 1905-4, containing 
the Report of the Medical Officer for 1903-4 Uby ascauiain to lie — the 
Table oa as ; O79 


Pustic INcomE AND ExpENDITURE. Return presented, relative thereto [or- 
dered 26th June; Sir nite Fow ihe to lie — the Table, and to be Komen 
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Civit Services (ADDITIONAL EstimaTE, 1905-6). Estimate presented, of the 
Amount required in the year ending 3lst March, 1906, for certain Expendi- 
ture, including sundry Grants in Aid,in connection with the Relief of Distress 
in Ireland [by Command]; referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be 
printed. [No. 238.] oe ee oe es os ve oe 


TraDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports,Annual Series, Nos. 3434 and 3435 [by sa temaaiain to lie 
upon the Table .. ‘ 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ActTs,1879 AND 1884.—Address for ““Return showing 
the working of the Regulations made in 1886 for carrying out the Prosecu- 
tion of Offences Acts,1879 and 1884,with Statistics setting forth the number, 
nature, result, and cost of the Proceediigs instituted by the Director, in ac- 
cordance with those Regulations, from the Ist day of January, 1904, to the 
31st day of December, 1904(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 267 
of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Cochrane.) 


Page 


379 


379 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 
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Pretyman 
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Irish Lanp Act, 1903—Section 5.—Question, Mr. Murphy; Answer, Mr. 
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THe UnempLoyep WorkmeNn BILL.—Questions, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tydvil), Mr. Pirie, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich), Mr. John Redmond, and Mr. 
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Mr. Keir Hardie and Mr. William Abraham (Glamorganshire, Rhondda) ; 
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Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 414 
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Second Report brought up, and read. 
¥ 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 240.] “a .. 415 


Churches (Scotland) Bill. [Seconp Reapviva].—Order read, for resuming 
adjourned debate on Amendment to Question [4th Julv], “ That the Bill be 
now read a second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


* To leave out al! the words after the word * That,’ and at the end 
of the Question to add the words ‘in the opinion of this House no 
approval should be given to any measure which has the effect of giving an 
Established Church the right to change or modify its creeds, or any for- 
mula of subscription thereto, without such change or modification 
being submitted to and specifically sanctioned by Parliament.’ ”—(Mr. 


Alfred Hutton.) 


Question again propos: -d, ‘* That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


Mr. Compton Rickett (Scarborough) fe he aa ee .. 415 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire. Stretford) Ap ey és .. 418 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) ue. Pa: Le os .. £23 
Mr. Elliot (Durham) F Ae on ey y .. 439 
Mr. Charles Douglas (Lancashire, N. ae a 2 beg .. 442 
Mr. Perks (Lineolnshi ire, Louth) Sica ae ee aS .. £47 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A.J. Balfour, 
Manchester, BE.) .. wt ne =e a .. 449 
Mr. Findlay (Lanarks hire, N.E. _ : Rg = a .. 458 
Sir Walter Thorburn (Peebles and Selk d).. ae x? me .- 459 
Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) Ka a re a ts - si 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) .. a a oe a -. 463 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 103; Noes, 65. (Division List No. 275.) 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed tor To-morrow. 


And, there being no further Business set down for the Afternoon Sitting, Mr. 
Speaker left the Chair until the Evening Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MeEaANs.—-The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 
from this Evening’s Sitting. 


Suppiy [JUNE 29TH]. 
Resolutions reported 
Navy Estimates, 1905-6; 
“That a sum, not exceeding £2,768,500, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expenses of the Personnel for Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, etc., including the cost of Es+ablishments of Dockyards 


and Naval Yards at Home and Abroad, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on March 31st, 1906.” 


te 
« 


“That a sum, not exceeding £4,816,900, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expense of “the Materiel for Shipbuilding, Repairs, 
Maintenance, etc., including the cost of Establishments of Dockyards 
and Naval Yards at Home and Abroad, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on March 31st, 1906.” 


- 


3. “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,827,800, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of the Contract Work for Shipbuilding. Repairs, etc., 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on March 
Sst, 1906.” 

Resolutions read a second time. 

First Resolution. 

Ir, Whitley (Halijar) os ‘a oe en Ss ~~ 1 


Amendment pro;osed — 


* To leave out © £2,768,500,’ and insert, “£2,768,200°—(Mr; Whitley.) 
—instead thereof.” 


(juestion proposed, “* That, ‘ £2,768,300,’ stand part of the Resolution.” 


The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. i a Suffolk, Woodbridye) 472 
Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) .. ‘ % - - —« 2 
The Earl of Dalkeith (Roxburgh) .. ne es i .. 475 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) . i ck a -» 477 


Mr. Cumming Macdona (Southwark, Rotherhithe) as a“ - .- 478 
Sir Frederick Banbury Fe Be me és s% ‘ns .. 480 
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Sir William Tomlinson aa Be me xi am .. 481 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, , S.) 481 


The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Arthur Lee, ‘Hampshire, Fareham) 482: 


Mr. WHITLEY rose in his place, and claimed to move, “* That the Question be 
now put.” 


Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 157 ; Noes, 32. (Division List No. 276.) 
(Juestion put accordingly, “ That ‘ £2,768,300 ’ stand part of the Resolution.” 
"he House divided :—Ayes, 115; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 277.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Dalziel .. - se oe 7 me = a -. 489 
Mr. Keir Hardie = ae zs Sf ae r at -. 491 
Mr. Pretyman ae = sis = se a .. 493 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) re sas es ee “7 4 .. 498 


Mr. PRETYMAN rose in his place, and claimed to move, * That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 114 ; Noes, 76. (Division List No. 278.) 


(Juestion put accordingly, “That this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the said Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 115; Noes, 74. (Division List No. 279.) 
Second and Third Resolutions to be further considered to-morrow. 


Trade Marks (Recommitted) Bill.—Considered in Committee ; Committee 
report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow a =~ me ae ~. 50% 


ADJOURNMENT.—Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That this House do 
now adjourn.” —(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. Arthur Henderson (Durham, Barnard Castle) .. = is -. OOF 
Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) .. as ae Ae .- 9305 
Mr. d. F. Hope (Shefheld, Brightside) aN oF ae me -« 806 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterjord) — .. ses i ee a 2. 506 
Mr. Ker Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) .. Be ss Re re «> OOF 
Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) me es Pe Pe -- 508 
The Parliamentary Secretary of the Tree asury (Sir A Acland-Hood, 
Somersetshire, Wellington)  .. oe ws ee -- 508 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. i a a es -e 5OS 


Question put, and agreed te 
4 3 = 


Adjourned at a quarter before One o’clock. 
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Council Tramways, Keighley Corporation Tramways, Leeds Corporation 
Tramways, Liverpool Corporation ‘Tramways Extensions, and Pudsey Cor- 
poration Tramways.” [Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill | Lord- | 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill | Lorps|.—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed, 
[ Bill 272.] 
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VaccINATION ExemprTions.—Questions, Mr. Weir, Mr. MacVeagh, Mr. Speaker, 
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The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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Evictions IN THE Istanp oF Lewis.—Questions, Mr. Weir; Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ; 


Kina’s Lynn AND THE RepIsTRIBUTION PRoposaLs.—Questions, Mr. Frederick 
Wilson ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


THe INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dun- 
dee); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour i 
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REDISTRIBUTION.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), Mr. Gibson 
Bowles, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Sir Charles Diilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answers, Mr. Speaker and Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... oe i “ ‘a r ss =o - . 5TT 


Suppry [l4rn ALLotrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


Army Estimates, 1905-6. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,220,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge for Capita- 
tion Grants and Miscellaneous Charges of Volunteer Corps, including 
Pay, etc., of the Permanent Staff, which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on March 31st, 1906.” 


Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ici 2s = si = -» 980 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not ex- 
ceeding £1,219,900, be granted for the said Service.” 


Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) .. - “i se -. 588 
Mr. C. R. Spencer (Northants, Mid.) es - - “i .. 594 
Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) i wi re i -. 597 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) .. ie + - es .. 600 
Lord Bingham (Surrey, Chertsey) .. - wi “8 ae .. 605 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) .. i - ‘ ek “ - 
Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore .. ie is a as ae .. 610 
Sir Arthur Hayter (Walsall) ws 7 7" ar - 6 
Major Evans a (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) ‘“ ee ain .. 614 
Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) .. - = ‘i Ks wo 
Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) sx - “a a = on Me 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) - .. 620 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. ‘Arnold- Foster, Belfast, W.) .. 622 


Question put— 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 206 ; Noes, 232. (Division List No. 280.) 
4 


Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the Clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again this evening. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
SuppLy [14TH ALLoTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) = 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
Army Estimates, 1905-6. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£545,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge for the 
War Office and Army Accounts Department, which will come in corrse 


of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906.” 


Mr. Arnold-Forster .. “a is .. 646 
Mr. Courtenay Warner ( (Staffordshire, Lichfield) . “ a .. 664 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A (Salaries and Allow- 
ances of the War Office) be reduced by £100 ”—(Mr. Courtenay Warner.) 


Mr. en (Perthshire, E.) ev ‘i e .. 666 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport ee + a - a 
Colonel Welby (Taunton) .. ie ws oa ac 
Mr. Churchill . As os we ny ee dee .. 674 
Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) sta sa = <¢ aa .. 680 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 132; Noes, 169. (Division List No. 281.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, l4tra JULY, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Wemyss Dock Bill [x.1.].—Witnesses ordered to attend the Select Committee 685 


Dublin, Wicklow and Wexford Railway Bill; Worcestershire County 
Council (Bridges) Bill—Read 3*, and passed .. ‘ie we wi -- 6S 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill en L ee aie and aie and 
sent to the Commons ae -- 685 
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Skegness Water Bill —Read 3, with the Amendments, and passed and 
returned to the Commons i ‘> - eer - 


Southend and Colchester Light Railways Bill ea bs - ~Returned from the 


Commons agree ‘d to, with Amendments 


Tees Valley Water Board Bill [11.1.]; Whitby Urban District Council Bill 
[i.u.].— Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The 
said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders aun 4) Bill.— Read 3" (according 


to order), and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.— Amendments reported 


(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3" on Monday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill.— House in Committee 
(according to Order). Bill reported without Amendment. Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirmation Bill | 1.1. ].— Read 2* (according 
to Order), and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899), deemed to have been reported from the Committee ; and to be 
read 3" on Monday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill (No. 139); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill (No. 140).—Brought from the 
Commons ; read la; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Series). 
No. 3456. Brazil (Para) 


Licut Rattways Act, 1896.—Orders made by the Light Railway Commissioners 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade. (County of Middlesex 
Light Railways (Extension of Time) Order, 1905), amending the County of 
Middlesex Light Railways Order, 1901. (North Wales Narrow Gauge Rail- 
ways (Light Railway) Order, 1905 authorising the working and maintenance 
of the Moel Tryfan Undertaking of the North Wales Narrow Gauge Railways 
Company as a light railway, and other matters. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


SUPERANNUATION.— Treasury Minute, dated 8th July, 1905, declaring Bushire 
to be an unhealthy place within the meaning of the Superannua- 
tion Act, 1876 


SHop Hours Act, 1904 (Borovcn or Darwen).—Order made by the Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Burgesses of the Borough of Darwen, and confirmed by the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, fixing the hours of ¢ ‘losing for 
hairdressers’ and barbers’ shops within the borough 


Cour? or Prosate Division (Hicu Courr or Justice ({ReLanp).—Account of 
receipts and disbursements, for the year ended December 31st, 190-4. 


Laid before the House (purs ant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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NEW BILL, 
County Courts (Ireland) Bill [1.1.]—A Bill to amend the law relating to 
County Courts in Ireland. Was presented by the Lord Ashbourne ; read 


1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on Thursday next. (No. 138.) 


Tre Irish LAND Act. 


The Earl of Dunraven Sats oes es ne x ei .2 = 687 
Lord Clonbrock a ne Se Ag Ps ae a -- 702 
The Earl of Mayo .. sp - Ae = re Ae «- (05 
Lord Oranmore and Browne 707 
The Lord President of the Council aia Pre mes nt of ihe ee of Edue ation 

(The Marquess of Londonderry) ae ey me Be oa 1G 
The Earl of Westmeath ee Be oe tp ma 3 wo ‘Eke 


Convocations of the Clergy Bill |1.1.|.—|Seconp Reavinc].—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury a Ae ne ne os €89 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 27.°—(The Lord Archbishop of Canter- 


bury.) 
Earl Spencer 721 
Lord Coleridge 725 
Lord Heneage 723 
Lord James of eles 724 
Lord Stanley of Alderley 726 
Lord Bishop o} St. Albans Ti 
Lord Tweedmouth 729 
Lord Stanmore A t? i 750 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 132 
Earl Spencer 732 
Amendment moved— 
“ That the debate stand adjourned.” —(The Earl of Feversham.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to and further debate adjourned sine die. 
Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill—{Srconp Reaptne].—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 
The Earl of Mayo 733 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2%.” —( The Earl of Mayo.) 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 733 


On Question, Bill read 2%, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 
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Public Meetings (Facilities) Bill [4.L.]—[THirp Reapine].—Order of the 
Day for the Third Reading read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 3*,”’—(Lord Burghclere.) 
The Eal of Feversham 


On question, Bill read 5*. Drafting Amendments made. Bill passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


House adjourned at twenty, minutes before Eight o'clock, till 
Monday next, a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS : FRIDAY, 14TH JULY, 1905. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Andover Lighting and Power Bill; Great Western Railway an 
Powers) Bill. Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill [Lorps]; Metropolitan and Great 
Central Railway Companies Bill [Lords] ; Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
Water and Gas seein Read the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments ee oe ee oe ee oe oe 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lorps]. Read the third 


time, and passed, without Amendment. 


Local Government puenenente ies aan me Bi]].—Read the third time, 
and passed ; ‘ sn 


North East London Railway Bill ; London Building Acts (Amendment) Bill. 
—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie — the Table, and to be 
printed és " ei a = ae ea 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Reported, 
with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the 
Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next 


Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [Lorps].— 
Reported, with Amendments ; — to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed fe ‘ ais ie Pia ae ae SE 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps. 


That they have agreed to—Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill, with 
Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act for the settlement of 
the hereditaments and property representing the estates devised by the Will, 
dated the 26th day of June, 1875, of the Right Honourable George Harry, 
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Earl of Stamford and Warrington, and in such Will referred to as ‘ the 
Cheshire Estate’ ; and for other er [Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire 
Estate Bill [Lords] ke : - ae a - - .. 735 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill [Lorps].—Read the first i 
33 and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


1 
ev) 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Lieut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
amending the County of Middlesex Light Railways Order, 1901 (County of 
Middlesex Light Railways — of iene Order, 1905) iby ee: 
to lie upon the Table a 735 


Licut Rattways Act, 1896.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the working and maintenance of the Moel Tryfan Undertaking 
of the North Wales Narrow Gauge Railways Company as a Light Railway 
and other matters (North Wales Narrow Gauge Railways (Light Railway) 
Order, 1905) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. i ‘ .. 736 


Court oF Propate Division (Hicgu Court or Justice) (IRELAND).—Annual 
Account presented, of Receipts and Disbursements for the year ended 
31st December, 1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ea ‘ei oa toe 


734 SUPERANNUATION Acts, 1858 AND 1876.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 8th July, 1905, declaring Bushire to be an unhealthy place within the 
meaning of The Superannuation Act, 1876 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 736 


PRosECUTION OF OFFENCES Acts, 1879 AND 1884.—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 12th July ; Mr. Cochrane]; to lie upon the Table, and tu 
734 be printed. [No. 241] .. ah sin ae es pe 3 .. 736 


Suop Hours Act, 1904 (CLosinc Orper, Boroucu or Darwen).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Order made by the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the Borough 
735 of Darwen, and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, fixing the hours of closing for Hairdressers’ and Barbers’ Shops 

within the Borough [by Act] ; to Tie upon the Table .. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, No. 5456 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. 736 

735 . 1 “ee q 1 . Md 

Joint Stock Companies.—Return ordered, “ (I.) of the Companies registered 
during the year ended the 3lst day of December, 1904, which filed a 
prospectus and to which certificates to commence business have been 

735 granted, stating— 

(1) The date of registration. 

(2) The date of the prospectus. 

(3) The amount of the nominal capital. 


(4) The amount of each share. 


~— 


(5) The amount issued or to be issued otherwise than for cash. 





(6) The amount offered for subscription in cash. 
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(7) the amount underwritten ; 

(8) the commission for underwriting 5 

(9) the minimum subscription required ; 

(10) the amount allotted before commencing business ; 

(11) the amounts per share payable on application and allotment ; 
(12) the total directors’ share qualification, if any ; and 


(13) the date of the certificate to commence business. 


({f.) Of the Companies registered during the year 1904 which filed a 
prospectus, but to which certificates to commence business have not been 
granted, stating the particulars specified in (I.) so far as they are applicable. 


(If1.) Of the Companies registered during the year 1904 which filed a 
declaration that the Company “does not issue any invitation to the public 
to subscribe for its shares.” 


(IV.) Of the Companies registered during the year 1904 which have not 
filed a prospectus or a declaration that the Company ‘does not issue any 
invitation to the public to subscribe for its shares,” and stating the par- 
ticulars specified in (I.) so far as they are applicable. 


(V.) Of the Companies which were dissolved or struck off the regisver 
during the vear 1904. 


(VI.) Of the total number of Companies dissolved during the year 1904 
(1) by order of the Court ; (2) after voluntary liquidation ; and (3) pursuant 
to the provisions of Section 7 of the Companies Act, 1880, and Section 26 
of the Companies Act, 1900. 


(VII.) Of the total number and nominal paid-up and considered as paid- 
up capital of the Companies registered during the year 1964 in London,Edin- 
burgh, and Dublin respectively, distinguishing limited Companies from 
unlimited, and Companies registered with a nominal capital from Companies 
registered without such capital. 


(VII.) Of the total number and paid-up capital, including the amounts 
considered as paid on vendors and other shares, of all Companies having a 
share capital which were on the register on the 30th day of April, 1905, except 
such Companies as were in course of liquidation or removal from the register 
under the provisions of Section 7 of The Companies Act, 1880, and Section 
26 of the Companies Act, 1900. 


(IX.) Of the total number and nominal capital of the Companies regis- 
tered in England, Scotland, and Ireland respectively in every year since the 
commencement of the Companies Act, 1862, to 1904, inclusive. 


(X.) Of the fees and capital duty paid in respect of Registered Gom- 
panies during the year 1904.°—(Mr. Bonar Law.) .. se oe *3 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Tue UNEMPLOYED AY PorrsmMoUTH.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Ports- 


mouth); Answer, Mr. Pretyman 739 


INTERNATIONAL JUDICIAL CONGRESS—GAMBLING IN FururEs.—Question, Mr. 
Field (Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour os ae ws Vhoe 


(GAMBLING OPERATIONS IN Corron.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. A. J. 


Balfour 740 
REPORT OF THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON SEWAGE DISPOSAL.—Question, Col. Legge 

(St. George’s, Hanover Square); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour - . 740 
AssISTANT PostMEN.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, S8.); Answer, Lord 

Stanley ; a 741 
Post Orrick—ANNUAL LEAVE TO OFFICERS ABOUT TO RETIRE. —Question, Mr. 

Mac-Veagh ; Answer, Lord Stanley aa, 640 


THe Boarkp or TrapE AND Mr. Brown’s’ [Nvenrion.—Question, Mr. 
Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. ats oe 64 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS—MEssrs. VAYGOOD AND THE Farr WAGES CLAUSE.— 
Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, Lord Balearres .. 742 


Payment oF ANNUAL EDUCATIONAL GRANT BY QUARTERLY INSTALMENTS. 
Question, Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.); Answer, Sir William Anson 743 


PusLic ExpeNptture ON Caprran AccouNnt.—Question, Mr. Sydney Buxton 
(Tower Hamlets, Poplar); Auswer, Mr. Austen Chamberlam - .. 743 


RENTAL OF SoLp AND UNSoLp Portion or THE Kinc-HARMAN Estare.— 
Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long... se 40 


Apvances ExceepiIne £3,000 ON THE KING-HARMAN Esrare.—Question, Mr. 
Tully ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long x ws = ae ay .. TA 


WooLwicu Dock YARD BUILDING CONTRACT-——-MeEssrs. PLAYFAIR AND THE FAIR 
WAGES CLAUSE.—Question, Mr. Svdney Buxton; Answer, Mr. Bromley 


Davenport 744 
SourH ArricAn War Honours ror Army Mepicat Corrs (VoOLUNTEERS).— 
Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ikeston) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster ; ; ‘ a ; .. = T45 
Education (Scotland) Bill.—On the Order to go into Committee on this 
Bill 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) be ie we ie Es wa .. T45 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. " “ee ie cy .. 746 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee). 
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[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 

Lord Willoughby de Eresby (Lincolnshire, Horncastle) .. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ In page 1, line 16, to leave out the words, ‘ of the following educa- 
tion districts,’ and msert the word ‘ country.’ ””°—(Lord Willoughby de 
Eresby.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrew, W.) 

The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow Bridgton 
Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) 

Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) 

The Earl of Dalkeith (Roxburgh) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) . 

Mr. Mazwell (Dumfriesshire) 

Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) 

Mr. Black... 

Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) 

Mr. Caldwell , 

Mr. Eugene Wason (( Yackmannan and Kinross) 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby 

Mr. Brigg (Yorks, W.R., Keighley) 

Mr. Hunter Craig (Lanarkshire, Govan) 

Mr. Dobbie (Ayr iets ; 

Mr. Black .. 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 148 ; Noes, 32. (Division List No. 282) 
Mr. Caldwell 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 19, to leave out from the word ‘ each,’ to the end 
of line 24, and insert the words ‘ parish and burgh in Scotland.’ ”— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. Eugene Wason 

Mr. Scott Dickson .. 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 
Mr. Ainsworth 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) , 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) 
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Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkcudbrightshire) — .. “a a wi .. 780 
Mr. Dobbie .. ee a ns oP aa “3 <i << a 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. a ap .. 182 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) .. re re ie .. 184 
Mr. Findlay (Lanarkshire, N.E.) .. ws - eye “a .. 786 
17 Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire)  .. <a 7" wea se «. 186 
Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) os i ga Hs os 18 
Mr. Buchanan “ es ee bs ‘3 es ‘9 «+ +00 
(Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 130 ; Noes, 67, (Division List No. 283.) 
Mr. Black .. EP ats oa re Se ose a << ‘tol 
\{mendment proposed— 
49 Pa . , : 
50) In page 2, line 6, after the word ‘ board’ to insert the words ‘ or 
50 from a parish council.’ ”’—( Mr. Black.) 
51 
59 {Juestion proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
D3 ‘ 
55 Mr. Scott Dickson .. ms - ss ava és wa .. 192 
56 Mr. Black .. me =f ne ws me as ‘ «= 89S 
56 
57 Amendment proposed— 
09 . . ‘ . ° 
69 “Tn page 2, line 14, at the end to insert the words, ‘ Provided further 
59 that an order made under this section shall not come into force until one 
53 month after the same has been published in at least one newspaper 
53 circulating in the neighbourhood affected by the order during which 
b4 period it shall be competent for any local authority or any twenty 
54 ratepayers within or bordering upon the area affected by such order to 
present a requisition for a hearing thereon, and on receiving such a 
requisition the Secretary for Scotland shall appoint a convenient time and 
place for hearing parties, and he shall then and there, either by himself 
or by a proper person as his depute, hear parties as to such order, and 
shall at his sole discretion or at the sole discretion of his depute receive 
5 evidence written or oral and shall determine in the matter as may seem 
just.’ "—(Mr. Black.) 
Question proposed, “ That these words be there inserted.” 
Mr, Caldwell it en Se oe xs vs ao» ton 
Mr. Scott Dickson .. ae Ae nt me os se -- 794 
Amendment by leave withdrawn. 
Mr. Black ee ey oe o 76 
13 
3 Amendment proposed— 
16 , 
7 “In page 2, line 14, at the end, to insert the words, ‘ provided 
18 further that in considering as to dividing a local Government district 
rg into education districts under this section the Secretary for Scotland 
shall as far as possible preserve the school board districts under the 
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heretofore existing law or such aggregations thereof as may for educa- 
tional purposes solely seem best, keeping in view not only population 
and area but also means of communication with a convenient centre for 
secondary education and the efficiency of the facilities heretofore pro- 
vided in the existing school board district for secondary as well as 
elementary education. ”—(Mr. Black.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Scott Dickson .. te fe ais i sie oe =< 00D 
Mr. Thomas Shaw .. , me - a - ‘a <- ae 
Mr. Tennant (Berw ickshire) us we at Ks te 1 oe 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 69; Noes, 119. (Division List No. 284.) 


And, it being after half-past Five of the clock, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put, in 
pursuance of Standing Order No. 3 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o’clock till Monday next. 
] ; ) 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, litx JULY, = 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that no 
Standing Orders are applicable to the following Bills :—London Government 
Scheme (Hackney and Edmonton Unions); London Government Scheme 
(London and Middlesex) ; Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 3). 


And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have been complied with :—London County Council 
(Tramways). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ae = AE a oo SOL 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [x.L.].—(Aberavon Tramways 
Order). The Chairman of Committees informed the House that the pro- 
moters do not intend to proceed further with the Aberavon Tramways Order. 
Ordered, That the Order be not further proceeded with oe if .. 8dl 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.1.].—Reported trom the 
Select Committee with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House to-morrow Ae vA ae = we oe .. 801 


Shropshire, Worcestershire, and veeemas Electric Power Bill.— 
Reported, with Amendments... ‘ ‘ .. 801 
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South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and ae peenaieed Bill ifs. a 1 —Com- 
mittee to meet to-morrow 


North Eastern Railway Bill; North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) 
Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Ellenborough 
be proposed to the House as a member ot the Select Committee on the said 
Bills in the place of the Lord Ravensworth: read, and agreed to 


Dover Harbour Bill (x... ].—Read 2* (according to order) 


Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill; Dublin United Tramways Bill; 
London and North Western Railway Bill. —Read 3*, with the Amendments 
and passed, and returned to the Commons af a ue P 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill.—Read :}* (according 
to order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill..—Read 5* (according to order), 
with the Amendments ; further Amendments made; Bill passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons : : 


Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill.—Read 3* (according to order), with 
the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons .. , . 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill.—Third 
Reading (which stands appointed for this day), put off to Friday next 


Private and Provisional Order Confirmation Bill—Ordered, That Stand- 
ing Orders Nos. 72, 82, and 85 be suspended for the remainder of the session 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation i wd Bill [x.1.].—Returned from 
the Commons agreed to , 


Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill [u..].—Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments ; = > ‘ kes 


Metropolitan and Great Central Railway Companies Bill [u.1.]; 
Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Water and Gas Bill [1.1.].—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to 


Andover Lighting and Power Bill; Great Western Railway (Additional 
Powers) Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [u.1.]. (No. 141.)—A 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order relating to Edinburgh Corporation. And 


Stonehaven Harbour Order Confirmation Bill {u.1.]. (No. 142.)—A Bill 
to confirm a Provisional Order relating to Stonehaven Harbour. Were 
presented by the Marquess of Linlithgow ; read 1“; to be printed; and 
(pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
Section 7), deemed to have been read 2"; and reported from the Committee 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Brought 


from the Commons and read 1*; to be printed, and referred to the Exam- 
iners. (No. 143.) 
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Local Government Provisional Order (No. 16) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill.—Moved, That the order made on the 
16th day of March last, “‘ That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time atter the 27th day 
of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now read 2* ; agreed 
to. Bills read 2" wanaiaica and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow ; “a _ ‘ei se + a -. 8 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—Read 3° (according to 
order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons .. 803 


Local Government Provisional Orders o™. mad Bill.—Read 3" vinieies to 
order), and passed. “ ‘ ; .. 803 


London County Council (Tramways) Bill. 


Lord Newton a a ee Ke Lf .. 803 
The Chairman of C: ommittees ne ee - ats a .. 804 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Inp1a (ArMy ADMINISTRATION).—Further Papers —_—n the administration 
of the Army in India (in continuation of [Cd. 2572]) . oi a .. 804 


Pusiic Heattn (ScoTtanp).—Report to the Local Government Board for 
Scotland on the sanitary condition of the Island of Lewis... #8 .. 804 


TrapDE Reports—(ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 3437. Turkey (Damascus). 

No. 3438. Italy (Ancona). 

No. 3439. Portugal (Lourenco Marques) ‘ xe i es .. 804 
Brrtus, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES. 


1. Sixty-seventh Annual Report of the Registrar-General of Births, 
Deaths, and Marriages in England and Wales (1904). 


2. Supplement to Sixty-fifth Annual Report. Part 1. 


3. Supplement to Sixty-fifth Annual Report. Part II. 


4 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 4a .. 805 
Winter Assizes Act, 1876.—Seven Orders in Council of the 11th July, 1905, 
relating to the ensuing winter Assizes .. om i is ay .. 805 


CoLontaL Prisoners REemovaL Act, 1884.—Order in Council of July 11th, 
1905, applying the Colonial Prisoners Removal Act, 1884, to the East Africa 
Protectorate Be , a ag : oe a .. 805 


ELEMENTARY EpvucaTion Act, 1876, AND INDUSTRIAL ScHooLs Acts.—Order 
in Council of July 11th, 1905, varying the Order in Council of March 25th, 
1877, relating to day industrial schools... ie “% wa 
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MercHanT Suippine Act, 1894.—Order in Council of 11th July, 1905, constitu- 
ting Burntisland a port of registry for British sea-fishing boats. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 805 
Inp1a (ARMY ADMINISTRATION). 


The Marquess of Ripon ; ‘ -- 805 
The Under-Secretary of State for India (The Marquess of Bath) -. 805 


Toe ADMIRALTY STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES. 


Lord Brassey ‘ at co 
The Secretary for Scotland (The Marquess of Linlithgow) ¥ .. 813 


Army YEOMANRY. 
Lord Wenlock a a i “ re — 
Moved, ‘‘ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for Papers 


relating to the mobilisation and training of the Imperial Yeomanry.”— 
(Lord Wenlock.) 


Lord Harris .. ‘ -- 918 
The Under-Secretary of State eoigie War (The Earl of Dowoughmore) - 822 
Lord Lovat .. ; ; a .. 827 
Earl Spencer .. és es be xs BE a 3 -- Om 
Lord Wenlock ‘a a a ‘ “i “4 oe so 


On Question, Motion agreed to; and ordered accordingly. 


ARMY ORGANISATION, 


The Earl of Wemyss Pe bie 7 . bss - .. 833 
The Earl of Donoughmore .. #3 ‘a as or ‘i .. 83: 
Lord Harris .. oe se a . os oe oe .. 835 
The Earl of Wemyss .. Zs a Os 7 “4 a -. 835 


Eprizootic LYMPHANGITIS. 


Lord Burghclere a ve is ne ip = ie .. 836 
The Earl of Donoughmore .. e: a fu he ” ee So 
Lord Wolverton - <a an we me i i « 
Earl Spencer .. .. 841 
The Lord President of the C ouncil and President " ‘the Board inan Education 

(The Marquess of lain a ; .. 843 
Lord Tweedmouth < es cs es .. 844 


Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order). 
[The Earl of Onstow in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
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Amendment moved— 

“ In page 2, lines 1 to 3, to leave out the words ‘ or anyone holding 
the commission of the peace of the borough or county in which the 
alleged habitual drunkard resides.’ ”’—(The Lord Chancellor.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed te, 
Clause 2 :— 

Amendment moved— 

“In page 2, lines 21 to 25, to leave out the words, ‘ or anyone 
holding the commission of the peace of the borough or county in 
which the alleged habitual drunkard resides.’ ”’—(The Lord Chancellor.) 

SI 
On Question, Amendment agreed to, 

Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 

Ulause 5 agreed to. 

clause 4 :— 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 

Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 

Clauses 5 to 10 agreed to. 

Clause 11 :— 

Amendment moved— 

“In page 5, line 59, after the word ‘ month’ to insert the words, 
‘Provided that no person shall be liable to conviction under this sectiox 
unless the Court is satisfied that he knew, or ought to have known, the 
drunken condition of the person in respect of whom the charge is 
brought.’ °—(The Marquess of Londonderry.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 11, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 12, agreed to, 

Clause 13 :— 


Lord Ludlow .. ai “5 -, on Sg ar ve eo 845 





Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, line 8, to leave out the words, ‘ and, save when a defend- 
ant, a compellable.’ ”—(Lord Ludlow.) 
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The Earl of Mayo... a - ~ = p ws .. 846 
Lord Ludlow .. of ue .; a ae * a .. 846 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halshury) z, ne ” .. 847 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 15, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 14 agreed to. 


3ill recommitted to the Standing Committee ; and to be printed as amended 


(No. 144.) 


Shipowrers’ Negligence (Remedies) Bill.—House in Committee (according 
to Order). 


[The Earl of ONsLow in the Chair. } 
Clause | :— 


Lord Ludlow «- O48 


Amendment moved— 


** Tn page 2, lines 14) to 25, to leave out Sub-section (4), and to insert 
*(4) the words ‘ person applying” in this section shall include an 
employer who has paid compensation or against whom a claim for 
compensation has been made under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1897, as amended by any subsequent enactment, if he shows the Judge 
that he probably is or will become entitled to be indemnified under 
that Act, and in such case this section shall apply as if the employer were 
the person claiming damages in respect of personal injuries.’ ”—(Lord 


Ludlow.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 


sill recommitted to the Standing Committee ; and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 145.) 








House adjourned at five minutes before Seven o’clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 17TH JULY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Bixis [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SpeakeER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Metropolitan Electric Supply 
Company (Various Powers) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time . 


Canals (No. 2) Bill (No Stanpinc ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred pursuant to the Order 
of the House of the 10th July, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :— 
Canals No. 2) Bill - ie be = - am * 


Pustic Scnoots Act (1868) AMENDMENT (ViNcENT Square) BILt (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred pursuant to the Order of 
the House of the 15th Julv, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto 
have not been complied with, viz. :—Public Schools Act (1868) Amendment 
(Vincent Square) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders 


Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) _ [Lorps. - As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time : ; : = 


Thames Conservancy Bill.—As amended, considered ; Amendments made ; 
Bill to be read the third time aks ; aye “i os . 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Oldham and 
Saddleworth District Tramways Bill [Lords] ; Rhymney and Aber Valle »y Gas 
and Water Company Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed . 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—As 
amended, considered ; read the third time, and passed , 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs. 
That they have agreed to—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill; Worcestershize 
County Council (Bridges) Bill, without Amendment. 


Skegness Water Bill, with Amendments 


Amendments to—Tees Valley Water Board Bill [Lords]; Whitby 
Urban District Council Bill [Lords], without Amendment , se 
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That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for granting the use of 
Schoolrooms for Public Meetings.” [Public Meetings (Facilities) Bill[Lords] 850 


PETITION. 


(uuRCHES (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petition from Kirkcaldy, for alterations; to lie 
upon the Table... si is “s as “a a ee .- 850 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East Inpta (ARMY ADMINISTRATION).—Copy presented, of Further Papers 
regarding the Administration of the Army in India [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table... _ als ea - 54 - vs .. 850 


Jorxt Stock Compantes.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 14th 
July ; Mr. Bonar Law]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
242] ~~ we = Ne a Be eg ae a .- 850 


MercHant Suipprne Act, 1894.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 11th 
July, 1905, constituting Burntisland a Port of Registry for British Sea 
Fishing Boats [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table .. ne Xs és .. 850 


WiyTeR Assizes Acts, 1876 AND 1877.—Copy presented, of Seven Orders in 
Council of 11th July, 1905, relating to the ensuing Winter Assizes [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table st #4 * - “ i aa .. 350 


ELEMENTARY Epucation Act, 1876, AnD InDUsrRIAL ScHoots Acts.—Copy 
presented, of Order in Council of 11th July, 1905, varying the Order in 
Council of 25th March, 1877, relating to Day Industrial Schools [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table’... ¥ - me ‘a oo “ .. 850 


CoLon1aAL PRisonERS Removat Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Order in Coun- 
cil of 11th July, 1905, applying The Colonial Prisoners Removal Act, 1884, 
to the East Africa Protectorate [by Act]; tolieuponthe Table .. . 851 


Birtus, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES (ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of Sixty-seventh 
Annual Report of the Registrar-General, 1904 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table .. a as - ae is ws os ws a ae 


BirtHs, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES (ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of Supplement 
to the Sixty-fifth Annual Report of the Registrar-General, Part I. [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ~ “s “0 $4 <- 


Birtus, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES (ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of Supple- 
ment to the Sixty-fifth Annual Report of the Registrar-General, Part IT. iby 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table ae es - , 851 


Pustic Heattu (Scortanp).—Copy presented, of Report to the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Scotland on the Sanitary Condition of the Island of Lewis 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. - ies - i — 


Gross DEPARTMENTAL EXpPENDITURE.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 4th May ; Mr. Gibson Bowles] ; to lie upon the Table is co ae 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). —Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3437 to 3439 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table .. i - i we es is a es .. 851 
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(HINESE LABouR IN British NortH Borneo.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
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Answer, Sir William Anson 
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Mr. Akers-Douglas .. rc 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
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Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘In page 1, line 28, after the word ‘ any,’ to insert the words ‘ or 
that he will be supported by relatives.’ ’—(Mr. Herbert Samuel.) 
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(Juestion proposed, “‘ That the words ‘ solely to avoid prosecution,’ stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice .. . 944 
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And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 
EVENING SITTING. 


ALIENS Brtt.—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment [17th 
July] proposed on Consideration of the Bill, as amended. 


Which Amendment was— 
“In page 2, line 15, after the word ‘ character,’ to insert the words 
‘or persecution, involving danger of imprisonment or danger to life 
or limb, on account of religious belief.” —(.Mr Secretary Alers-Douglas.) 
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i pt} 
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Question proposed, “ That the word ‘imminent’ be there inserted in the 
proposed Amendment to the Bill.” 
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Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 187TH JULY, 1905. 


IntRopDUCED.—The right hon. William Court Gully, late Speaker of the House of 
Commons, having been created Viscount Selby of the city of Carlisle, was 
(in the usual manner) introduced ae ai me ae sie seer ANON 


Sar Frrst.—The Lord Balinhard (£. Southesk) sat first in Parliament after the 
death of his father ie oi es si «es ae os -- OF 


PRIVATE BILL BUS! NESS. 


London County Council (Tramways) Bill.— Moved, “ That the Order made 
on the 16th day of March last, ‘ That no Private Bill broughtfrom the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time after the 27th day of June next,’ 

he dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2%.” (The Chairman of 
(‘ommittees.) 


Viscount Ridiey * ea sie “3 ‘a es s. 997 
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Lord Newton : a 8 .. 1038 
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RETIREMENT OF CAVALRY OFFICERS. 
Lord Heneage ; .. 1039 
The Under Secretary of State jor War (The Earl of  Donoughmore) . 1039 
AcciDENTS TO SEAMEN 
Lord Muskerry ; 1040 
The Under Secretary of "State for the ( ‘elie s (The Dele of Marlborough 1040 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Seven o’clock, to Thursday next, 
a quarter past Four o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 18 tx JULY, 1905. 
‘The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

Private Britis [Lorps] (No Stanpinc OrpERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report trom one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill. originating in the Lords, 
and referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable. 
viz. :—Harl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill [Lords]. 


(Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Whitechapel and Bow desseinindle Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to = én oe 


Formby Township Bill [Lorps] ; Workington Harbour and Dock satiate 
—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time a 


Thames Conservancy Bill.—Ordered, That Standing Order 243 be suspended. 
and that the Bill be now read the third time.—(The Chairman of Ways and 
Jeans.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed [New Title.] 


Humber Conservancy Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be printed or es 


Wigan Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed = " <i : 


Local Government Provisional Order (Poor Law) (No. 2) Bill.—Reported, 
with Amendments [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with 
an Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to le upon the 


Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow ny ae 
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Blackpool Improvement Bill [Lorps]; Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation 
Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; rn to lie _ the Table, 
and to be printed x eh ; 


Bristol Blind Asylum Bill tae a with Amendments ; ai 
to lie upon the Table... . . 


Corbett Estate Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amendments ; Sennin to lie 
upon the table, and to be printed . ae ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 11) Bill, without Amendment. 


Evectric Light1inc ProvistonaL Orpers (No. 6) Brit; Metropolitan Electric 
Tramways Bill ; Dublin United Tramway Bill ; London and North Western 
Railway Bill; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill; Baker 
Street and Waterloo Railway Bill; Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill, 


with Amendments. 


Amendments to—Metropolitan and Great Central Railway Companies Bill 
[Lords] ; Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Water and Gas Bill baie 
without Amendment 


PETITIONS. 


Epucation (ScorLanpD) Biit.—Petition from Edinburgh, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table 


ELEMENTARY Epvucation (BIBLE TEACHING IN STATE SCHOOLS).—Petition from 
Long Crendon, in favour; to le upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Gross DEPARTMENTAL ExpenpITURE.—Return [presented 17th July] to be 
printed. [No. 243.] és mt ' 


Land LAw (IRELAND) Act, 1887 (Eviction Notices).—Copy presented, of Re- 
turn of Eviction Notices filed during the quarter ended 30th June, 1905 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 29th 
June ; Captain Norton]; to lie upon the Table 


Joint Stock Companies (DuBirx).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
14th March; Mr. Nannetti]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 244.] ee ee ee ee 


Companies (WINDING-UP).—Copy presented, of Fourteenth General Annual 
Report by the Board of Trade [by Act]; to hie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 245.] ve ee = r ; 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SErRIES).—Copvy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 634 [by nr: to lie 
upon the Table ; : ‘ 
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TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3440 and 3441 iby Command]: to lie 
upon the Table .. a ‘ ‘ ‘ ms 

CiviL SERVANTS (RETIREMENT AT THE AGE OF S1xty-Five).—Copy ordered. “ of 
Treasury Minute, dated the 17th day of July, 1905, stating the circumstances 
under which certain Civil Servants have been retained in the Service after 
they have attained the age of Sixty-five ; and of the Return therein referred 
to.’—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


ConcESTED Districts (ScoTLAND) (Rates).—Return ordered, * showing the 
number of parishes within the Congested Districts in Scotland where the 
combined Rates amount to more than five shillings in the pound, the amount 
of the Rates in each case, and also the increase during the last twenty vears.” 


—(Mr. John Dewar.) 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SALE OF OBSOLETE WARSHIPS AT PoRTSMOUTH—NAMES AND Prices REALISED.— 
(Juestion, Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyvnie. 


Post OFFICE Sta¥F.—Question, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


SHEEP ScAB IN SHROPSHIRE.—Question, Mr. Bright (Shropshire. Oswestry) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes 


BovINE TURBERCULOSIS.—Question, Mr. Morrel (Oxfordshire, Woodstock) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


DirHTHERIA OUTBREAK AT NoRWoop Poor Law ScHoois.—Question. Sir Walter 
Foster (Derbyshire, keston) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Law oF TREASURE TROVE IN WALES.—Question, Mr. George Kenvon (Denbigh 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


PROMOTION OF ASSISTANT CLERKS IN THE STATISTICAL OFFICE, Custom Hovse.— 
Question, Mr. Joseph Howard (Middlesex, Tottenham) ; Answer. Mr. Victor 
Cavendish 


British CoNnsuLATE AT ALGIERS.—Question, Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) ; 
Answer, Earl Perey 
| ee] 
Export BouUNTIES ON STEEL, [RoN, AND CoAL FROM RHENISH WESTPHALIAN 
MINEs.—Question, Sir Thomas Wrightson (St. Pancras, E.): Answer, 


Mr. Bonar Law 

Montuty CIrRcULATION ON RETURN OF PASSENGERS FOR PLACES OUT OF EUROPE. 
—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; Answer. Mr. Bonar 
Law 


REVENUE DerRIveD IN THE UNITED KINGDOM FROM TAXATION OF FOOD AND 
Drink.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer. Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 


Acquisition oF LAND BY THE INDIAN GOVERNMENT.—Question, Mr. Ellis Griffith 
(Anglesey); Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. 
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EpUCATION OF CHILDREN OF AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS IN ASSAM.—Question, 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick = ce ss 


Miuirary Camp on Evicrep Farm at CLONASLEE.—Question, Mr. Delany 
(Queen’s County, Ossory); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. 


MANUFACTURE OF THE NEw Snort Rir_te.—Question, Sir Henry Seton-Karr 
(St. Helens) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. aT ae 


REDISTRIBUTION—APPOINTMENT AND TERMS OF REFERENCE OF BOUNDARY 
Commission.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; 
Answer. Mr. A. J. Balfour F 


QUESTIONS IN Tiik HOUSE. 


SALe OF UBSOLETE WARSHIPS AT PoRTSMOUTH—NAMES AND PRICES REALISED.— 
Question. Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Bcroughs) ; Answer, The Secretary to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) .. a ; : 


THE ADMIRALTY AND THE WELSH COALFIELDS.—Question, Sir Lees Knowles 
(Salford, W.): Answer, Mr. Pretyman . 


THE War Stores Inqurry.—Question, Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) ; 
Answer. The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) af 3 


Army Bayonrer Contracts.—Question, Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


War Orrick Lanp PurcHASE IN THE KyLes oF ButeE.—Question, Mr. Dobbie 
(Ayr Burghs) : Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. a ais 


Army VAccINE INsTITUTE.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 





Mr. Van Remspure.—Questions, Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland), 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy 
Burghs). and Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, Mr. Lyttelton (Warwick and Leamington) 


PUNISHMENT OF CHINESE ON THE RAND MINEs.—Question, Mr. Burt (Morpeth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


PRECAUTIONS AGAINsT Rrov oF THE RAND Mrnes.—Question, Mr. Leif Jones 
(Westmoreland, Appleby) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. , 


THE FLoceinc oF CHINESE CooLiEs oN THE RAND MiINEs.—Questions, Dr. 
Macnamara (Camberwell, N.), and Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mans- 
field) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. es ex a us e- 


DisposaL oF PoLice Courts Fines.—Question, Mr. Scott Montagu ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustines) .. oy ed es it ia és i 
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Post OFFIcE Savincs BANK WITHDRAWALS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Lord Stanley 


West InpIAN Matt Service.—Question, Mr. Lamont (Buteshire) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley a 
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—Question, Mr. Lough; Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) 


THe Harcourt MemoriaL.—Question, Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartford) : 
Answer, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) .. 


Bia BEN.—Questions, Colonel Legge (St. George’s, Hanover Square), Mr. J. F. 
Hope, Mr. Disraeli (Cheshire, Altrincham), and Mr. Lough 


Liscarp INstITuTION, LivERPOoL.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) , 


ABERDEEN EpvucatIoNAL Trust Home ror TrAtNine Grris.—Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, Mr. Seott Dickson 


Motor Fisninc Boats ror IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 5.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland, Mr. Walter Long (Bristol, S.) 


DUNDONALD CEMETERY.— Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.), and Mr. 
Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


CLONASLEE Evictep TENANT.—Question, Mr. Delany; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long 


Wicktow Evictep TENANTS.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long 


Lorp Lanspowne’s Evictep TrENANTS.—Questions, Mr. Delany and Mr. 
Flavin; Answers, Mr. Walter Long 


ADMINISTRATION OF THE LAND PurcHAsE Act.—Questions, Mr. Lough, Mr. Lons- 
dale (Armagh, Mid), Mr. John Redmond (Watertord) ; Answers, Mr. Walter 
Long ay us x se a zs ee i =e 


BLackpDITcHEs (WickLow) Evictep TENANTS,—Question, Mr. James O’Connor ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 
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Boyte DisTuRBANCES.—Questions, Mr. Disraeli and Mr. Delany; Answers, 

Mr. Walter Long = - is .. 1073 
Kerry AssizEs.—Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 1074 
Lanp PurcHASE AGREEMENTS. eee Mr. iia tad ; Answers, Mr. Walter 

Long ‘ : Ne : : af . 1074 
Dustin Propate Courr—THE CLERK OF THE SEAT.—Questions, Mr. James 

O’Connor; Answers, The Financial Secretary of the Treasury (M1. Victor 

Cavendish, Derbyshire, W.) a nes a .. 1075 
SicNaTurEs IN IRIsH ON PostaL ORDERS.—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 

S.); Answer, Lord Stanley . 1076 
SuppLy oF ELEcTRIcITY Bity.—Questions, Mr. Lough; Answer, Mr. A. J. 

Balfour ae Pe me B? 1076 
REDISTRIBUTION—GOVERNMENT Metuop oF PROcCEDURE.—Questions, Sir 

J. Dickson-Poynder (Wiltshire, Chippenham), Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 

man, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean), and Mr. Lambert, 

(Dev ronshire, South Molton), Mr. Dalziel, Mi. Bryce Sasinheli S.);  An- 

swers, Mr. A. J. Balfour a : : ie Ss we LONT 
IRISH REPRESENTATION IN THE BRITISH PARLIAMENT.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh 

(Down, 8.) and Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 1080 
REDISTRIBUTION ANOMALIES.—Questions, Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, 8.) ; 

Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 1081 
KINCARDINESHIRE AND REDISTRIBUTION.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardine- 

shire); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 1082 
Sovty Down anv Restrisurion.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh; Answer, Mr. 

A. J. Baltour 1083 
Business OF THE Housr.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Dalziel, Mr. 

Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; and Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) ; 

Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour as Ly, te # os .. 1083 
Nava Works [ConsoLipaTED Funp]. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House will, To-morrow, 

resolve itself into a Committee to consider of making further provision 
tor the construction of works in the United Kingdom and elsewhere tor 
the purposes of the Royal Navy, and of authorising the payment, out 
of the Consolidated Fund, of such sums as may be necessary for those 
purposes (King’s Recommendation signified).”—(Mr. Pretyman.) 

Ques:ion put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 222, Noes, 143. (Division List No. 292.) .. 108y 
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Churches (Scotland) Bill. 
Order for Committee read. 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) .. on ‘a ‘a ws .. 1089 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “.That it be an instruction to the 
Committee that they have power to divide the Bill into two parts, 
separating the provision relating to the Established Church of Scot- 


land from those relating to the Free and the United Free Church.” — 
(Mr. Dalziel.) 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) ar .. 1090 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. 3 ie .. 1091 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) .. 1092 
The Prime Minister and First Lord 7 the Treasur ry y ( Mr. r. - J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 1094 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire Mid. Bs a a te a .. 1095 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkoudbrightshire) e “a ea re .. 1096 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) .. ae ais es y .. 1096 
Mr. Guest (Plymouth) Re Ste By .- 1097 
Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East “Toxteth) ws os -. 1007 
Mr. J. A. Campbell (Glasgow and Aberdeen U niversities) ns .. 1098 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 103 ; Noes, 203. (Division List No. 293.) 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, BE.) .. Mss a2 + es «« 110] 


Amendment proposed— 


“* In page 1, line 25, to leave out Sub-section (2).” —( Mr. Buchanan.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour .. a i wa Me ma ay -. F104 
Mr. Wallace (Perth) x? Ae Be be a ae .. 1106 
Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) ‘ as a ‘i is .. 1106 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) Pe we ‘a is oe AGT 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


.Mr. Scott Dickson .. ee ei Pe as x , .. 1108 
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Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 1, line 25, after the word ‘ Commission,’ to insert the 
vords ‘in making their allocation of property under this Act.’ ”°—(The 
Lord- Advocate.) ; 

(Juestion proposed, ‘* That those words be there inserted.”’ 
Question put and agreed to. 
Mr. Scott Dickson .. ar ze ee oe oe os «» 1109 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 26, to leave out from the word ‘that,’ to the 
word ‘ with,’ in page 2, line 4, and insert the words ‘ out of those who in 
the opinion of the Commission were members or adherents of the con- 
gregation on the thirtieth day of October, nineteen hundred, and are at 
the commencement of this Act both resident in the district, and mem- 
bers or adherents of the Free Church or United Free Church congrega- 
tion, at least one-third are members or adherents of the Free Church 
congregation. ’’—(The Lord- Advocate.) 


(Juestion proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) os ee oe oe «> S210 
(Juestion put and negatived, words inserted. 


Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partich) .. ad ii ae ~~ ATO 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 5, after the word ‘* however,’ to insert the words 
‘to give money compensation in any such case or.’ ”—(Mr. Parker 
Smith.) , 


Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Scott Dickson .. es ska ef st ae mn oo. EL 
Mr. Thomas Shaw .. - Re ss es we za aw EE 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 2, line 7, after the word ‘ treatment,’ to insert the words 
‘ all congregational property not allocated to the Free Church shall be 


allocated to the United Free Church.” —(.Wr. Black.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Scott Dickson .. - fe ae ae ahs 63 oe LEIS 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Cameron Corbett (Glasgow, Tradeston) me «« FETS 
Amendment proposed— 


‘ In page 2, line 8, leave out Sub-section (3) and insert the words 
(3) ‘ The Commission, with due regard to the carrying out of the pur- 
poses for which the funds and property were respectively given, shall 
make such provision as they shall consider in all the circumstances 
to be reasonable for supplementing congregational contributions and 
other income of the Free Church for—(a) the theological education of 
the students for the ministry of that Church ; (4) the support of aged 
and infirm ministers and of widows and orphans of ministers of that 
Church ; (c) the support of the ministers of Free Church congregations 
to which the congregational property has been allocated under this 
Act ; (d) provision for itinerant preachers ; and (e) the general ad- 
ministrative purposes of that Church.’ ”—(Mr. Corbett.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Black .. hes a ee Le oe oy ~» SEH 
Mr. Bryce .. Pe wa a .. lll4 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) ae es a «« PENS 
Mr. Scott Dickson .. , ee m a oe > ERG 
Mr. Thomas Shaw .. ee <a a re x es .. 1118 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 
Mr. Bryce + ve ee ws ee « es ee 1119 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 8, to leave out the word ‘ adequate.’ °—( Mr. 


Bryce.) 

(Juestion proposed, ‘“‘ That the word ‘ adequate ’ stand part of the clause.” 
Colonel Denny poner ee ee a 6 - -- 1119 
Sir Robert Reid - ~ a se re .. 1120 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 9, after the word ‘ students,’ to insert the words 
‘for the ministry.’ ”’—(Mr. Black.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 2, line 12, to leave out the words * that Church,’ and insert 


the words ‘ Free Church congregations to which congregational pro- 
perty has been allocated under this Act.’ ”°—(The Lord-Advocate.) 
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Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Black ne = avs is aa . ois 5 ~« 1126 
Amendment proposed — 

* In page 2, line 13, to leave out the words ‘ for the general purposes.’ 
and insert the words ‘for the due management and conduct of the 
business and financial affairs.’ ”’—(Mr. Black.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 
Mr. Scott Dickson .. or at wi = ‘i és -. 1121 
Mr. Thomas Shaw “a ri ‘ + ns “ « TS 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) 3 bs i m8 ‘a « 1 
Amendment. by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 

* In page 2, line 13, after the word ‘ purposes’ to insert the words 

‘of administration and management.’ ”—(Sir Robert Reid.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 13, to leave out from the word ‘Church’ to the 
end of the Sub-section, and insert the words “ including expenses of 
administration and provision for itinerant preachers. The funds and 
property out of which provision may be made for each of the above- 
mentioned objects shall be those set out in the second column of the 
first schedule to this Act, opposite the description of the object in the 
first column of that schedule.’ ”—(The Lord-Advocate.) 

Amendment agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Mr, Scott Dickson i ee ae ssa - s« 4022 


Amendment proposed— 


* In page 2, lines 16 and 17, to leave out the words ‘ including interim 
orders having temporary effect.’ ’—(The Lord- Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 20, after the word ‘ Fund’ to insert the words 
‘and may also, before that allocation is made, make interim orders 
having temporary effect as respects the property in question as defined 
by this Act.’ ”—(The Lord-Advocate.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 21, at end, to insert the words ‘and may be recorded 
in the usual manner in the Register of Sasines and other appropriate 
register, and such registration shall have the effect of vesting the 
property in the persons specified in the order.’ ”—(Colonel Denny.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Soott-Dickson  .. ta ee ae a ee me .« 1S 
Mr. Thomas Shaw .. Me aa Boge st ae ae ~« 1Y28 
Mr. Caldwell on ne ne a3 gh Me ie «s SES 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed — 


“In page 2, line 22, at the beginning, to insert the words ‘ Subject 
to the provisions of this Act.’ ””—(The Lord-Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 

“* In page 2, line 25, after the word ‘ Church’ to insert the words ‘ or 
in favour of third parties who may advance money for the purposes 
of such bond or charge.’ ”—(Mr. Black.) 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Black... se ‘is ee a re on ee -- 1124 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 25, at the end, to add the words ‘ and may provide 
for the disposal of any property in the event of any congregation 
interested in such property falling below a certain specified number of 


members and adherents.’ ”—(Mr. Black.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 


Mr. Soott-Dickson .. fa a a Me a mr .. 1125 
Mr. Thomas Shaw ba ie Ss ee ME 4 .. 1125 
Sir Robert Reid oi ne ai i ne aie oe ~- 2196 
Mr. Caldwell a a oe ne sre ae it .. 1126 
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Mr. Haldane anastasia ce a +s va ay ‘a 
Mr. Wallace es “ “ a - os 
Mr. Bryce ae oe es as Ms as =e ‘i - 


Question put and negatived. 
Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 2, line 25, at the end, to insert the words, ‘ Any congrega- 
tional property alloc ated to either Church shall be subject to any bonds 
or burdens thereon, or in respect thereof, and the Commissioners may 
charge upon the particular congregational property concerned any 
money expended since 31st October, 1900, on improvements of property 
or in paying off debt incurred in respect of property.’ ”—(Colonel 
Denny.) 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Parker Smith .. Br as - its “a Af Ae 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 28, at the end, to insert the words ‘ as at the date 
of allocation. ”—(Mr. Parker Smith.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. Thomas Shaw .. es - ne ee ne oe .- 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 3, after the word ‘ rights’ to insert the words 
“duties and liabilities,’ ”’—(Mr. Corbett.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 5 agreed to. 
Clause 4: 
Mr. Parker Smith .. ‘i vs : 
Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 38, after the word ‘ Church’ to insert the words 
‘or any congregation thereof.’ ”’°—(Mr. Parker Smith.) 





Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Question put and agreed to. 


Mr. Scott Dickson .. 
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26 Amendment proposed— 

26 

26; “In page 4, line 14, at the end, to insert the words, * (3) Any legacies 


under testamentary writings made before the thirtieth day of October, 
1900, by testators who died thereafter and before the commencement of 
this Act in dispute between the Free Church and the United Free Church 
shall be allocated to or apportioned between the Churches in such 
manner as the Commission deem fair and equitable, having regard to 
what seems to them to have been the intention of the testator, and the 
capacity of the Churches respectively to carry out any special trusts 
annexed to the legacy ; and all proceedings in any Court as regards 
any disputes between the two Churches in respect of such legacies 
shall be sisted or stayed.’ ”’—(The Lord-Advocate.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Haldane ee ne mM ne ve oe ss .. 1129 
Mr. Scott Dickson .. op Si he me at wi .. 1130 
127 Mr. Caldwell .. Ie se ee is at ws ee co ESS 
Mr. Thomas Shaw .. rae 3 ae oe a aes .. 1130 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“In line 1, after the word ‘ legacies’ to insert the words ‘or dis- 
positions of property.’ ”’-—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


127 Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
: Amendment.” 
Mr. Scott Dickson .. ie rr ” es ei aa -. 1151 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Caldwell ee re Bs ws af Fe ‘ef a. EES 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 

‘Tn line 9, at the end, to add the words * and with regard to any 
legacies or dispositions of property under testamentary or other writings 
made before the thirtieth day of October, nineteen hundred, by testators 
‘who may die after the commencement of this Act, the Commission shall 
make provision for allocating the same to either or to both of the said 
Churches as the Commissioners may think proper.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 





128 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there added to the proposed 
Amendment.” 
Mr. Scott Dickson .. ee wa ie ‘i .. 1132 
Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put, and agreed te 
124 Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 5 :- 


CONTENTS. 


Page 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That consideration of the clause be 


postponed.” —(Mr. Wallace.’ 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
Schedule. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, fine 1, to leave out the word ‘ Schedule,’ and insert the 


words, 


Schedules. 


First Schedule 





Object. 


Education of students of the Free Church. 


2. Support of aged and infirm ministers of the 


Free Church. 


3. Support of widows and orphans of ministers 


of the Free Church. 


. (a) Supplementing congregational contribu- 


tions towards the support of ministers of 
Free Church congregations to which con- 
gregational property has been allocated 
under this Act. 

(b) General purposes of the Church, 
including expenses of administration and 
provision for itinerant preachers. 


Funds and Property. 


1. College endowments and bursary Funds; 


So) 


uM 


- 


college buildings. 


. Aged and Infirm Ministers Fund. 


Widows and Orphans Fund, 


Sustentation Fund ; Home Missions Fund; 


Highlands and Islands Fund ; any moneys 
which the Commission regard as applic- 
able for general Chureh purposes. 

So far as those Funds or moneys are 
not suflicient, any further amount required 
for this object shall be provided by such 
bend or charge as the Commission may 
direct to be imposed on any land or 
Iuildings in Scotland allocated to the 
United Free Church o her than congrega- 
tional property, training colleges for 
teachers, schools, and any land or build- 
ings bequeathed for special purposes. 





Second Schedule.” 


—(The Lord-Advocate.) 
Mr. Scott Dickson .. ae 
Mr. Thomas Shaw 
Mr. Black 
Mr. Bryce wi 
Mr. Scott Dickson .. 
Mr. Thomas Shaw .. a 


Schedule agreed to. 


1135 
Ks a xe an .. 1135 
oe ma ie ee os DES 
i os ae as -- 1136 
ave 8 ts ad ae WES 
as ais : 1137 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


Aliens Bill.— Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment pro- 
posed [17th July] on Consideration of the Bill, as amended. 


Which Amendment was— 
“To leave out Clause 2.”—(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question again proposed, “* That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of th» Bill.” 


Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) .. ie wa ‘“s .. 1158 
Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) .. Re x oe és .. 1159 
Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) .. i i a oe .. 1140 
Mr. Forde Ridley (Bethnal Green, S. ot — is é .. 1141 


Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Qnestion be now put.” 


Question, ‘ That the Question be now put,” put, and agreed to. 


(Question put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Bill.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 173; Noes] 132. (Division List No. 294.) 


Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) se = ve .. 1145 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) .. ns ore bia Pe .. 1146 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 3, line 20, at the end, to insert the words (3) ‘ Notwith- 
standing anything hereinbefore contained one member of the 
immigration board shall be a member of some bona fide organization 


of workmen.” —Mr. Cremer.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) .. “ - .. 1147 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) .. a se Sa .. 1147 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumbe land, Wansbeck) ms of ne .. 1148 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tav istock) . ied e ti i .. 1149 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) sai as Pe ae _ me .. 1150 
Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) .. ote oe sie .. 1150 
Mr. James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le- -Street) . +s a .. 1151 
Mr. Sydney Buaxton (Tower Hamlets, secu = és an -- 1152 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) wg a af i .. 1152 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) ae ee a 4 vs x .. 1152 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 168; Noes, 217. (Division List N. 295.) 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘ 


“In page 3, line 30, after the word ‘ fine,’ to insert the words ‘ or 
of an offence under paragraph twenty-two or twenty-three of section 
three hundred and eighty-one of The Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, 
or of an offence as a prostitute under Section seventy-two of The Towns 
‘Improvement (Ireland) Act, 1854, or paragraph eleven of Section fifty- 
four of the Metropolitan Police Act, 1839. ”—(Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby) “ ws - .. 1156 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 4, line 20, to leave out Sub-section (2) of Clause 4.”— 
(Mr. Leif Jones.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Buryhs)  .. »» 1158 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 244; Noes, 177. (Division List No. 295.) 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, Mr, Speaker proceeded, 
in pursuance of the Order of the House of July 5th, to put forthwith the 
Question on any Amendments moved by the Government of which 
notice had been given. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 7, line 29, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert the words , on 
an appeal to an immigration board.’ ””—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


eer 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


In page 7, line 33, after the word ‘ character,’ to insert the words 
‘or whether a crime is an extradition crime.’ ’—(Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 7, line 34, to leave out the words from the first ‘ State,’ 
to the end of line 35. and insert the words ‘in accordance with rules 
made under this Act, and the Board shall act in accordance with his 
decision.” °—(Mr, Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 


Question “ That the Amendment be made,” put, and agreed to. 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow, and to be printed. ‘{ Bill 277.] 
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Fast InptA Loans [Ratiways]. 


Resolution reported— 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the Secretary of State in Council of 
India to raise in the United Kingdom on the security of the 
tevenues of India, by the creation and issue of capital stock, bonds, 
debentures, or bills,a sum not exceeding £20,000,000 for the 


following purposes ° 


(a) The construction, extension, and equipment of Railways in 
India by State Agency or through the Agency of Companies. 


(b) The repayment of the principal of any bonds or debentures 
issued by any such company under the guarantee of the Seere- 


tary of State. 


(c) The discharge of any obligations incurred by the Secretary of 
State by reason of the purchase of any railway or the deter- 
mination of any contract from or with such company.” 

1162 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) Ee me a - 
ick, Surrey, Guildford) .« NEGA 


The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodr 


Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of Ways and Means and Mr. 


Secretary Brodrick. 


East India Loans (Railways) Bill.—‘ To empower the Secretary of State in 
Council of India to raise money in the United Kingdom for the construction, 
extension, and equipment of Railways in India by State agency or through 
the agency of companies ; and for other purposes,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a second time To-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 278.] 

Lunacy Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. Bill with- 
drawn , 43 abe es 24 ‘ a4 - .. 1164 


Prize Courts Bill [Lorps].—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn we +i es Xs ws = a .. 1164 


Medical Act (1886) Amendment Bill.—{Tuirp Reapine.|—Order for Third 
Reading Read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now read a third 


time.” . 
General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) .. Oe os . 1165 
; $e - .. 1165 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 





Bill read a third time and passed, 
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Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill.—As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
considered. 


Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) .. st 3 .. 1166 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, 8S.) Ne ap sia si ao) LOG 


Amendment proposed— 
“ In page I, line 5, to leave out Clause 1.”’—(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ Subject to the provisions of this Act 
a tenant’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) - “3 a oe .. 1168 
Lord Hugh Ceci (Greenwich) eA as es ae ae .. 1168 


And, it being Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debnte to be resumed to-morrow. 


Trade Marks (Recommitted) Bill.— Considered in Committee, and reported ; 
as amended ; to be considered to-morrow at Sc ae ae .. 1168 


Adjourned at seven minutes after Twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 197TH JULY, 1905, 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Littlehampton ,Urban District Council Bill paniatealinn amended, to 
be considered To-morrow .. : . 1169 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Acton District) Bill [Lorps].— 
South Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords]. As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time. . ae es ae si se oe a .. 1169 


Central London Railway Bill (ny OrpEeR).—Great Northern, Piccadilly, and 
Brompton Railway (No. 2) Bill (by Order). Second Reading deferred till 
Wednesday next .. 4s a is 7“ a si ‘s o> E69 


North East London Railway Bill.—Ordered, That Standing Orders 84, 214, 
215, and 2539 be suspended , and that the Bill be now taken into considera- 
tion. —(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Bill, as amended, considered accordingly. Bill to be read the third time 1169 


Electric Lighting Provisional ean oe. al Bill.—Lords Amendments 
considered, and agreed to .. - oe 1460 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lorps].—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Order (Poor Law) (No. 2) Bill. As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time To-morrow .. is ne ea ee 1169 
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County of London Electric Supply Company Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed —.. -. N69 


PrivaTE Bitts (Group L).—Sir ALEXANDER HarGREAVES Brown reported 
from the Committee on Group L of Private Bills ; That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned until _— at half-past Eleven 
o'clock. Report to lie upon the Table .. wi ‘ “a ¥s .. 1169 


Sandgate Urban District Council Bill | Lorps].—Reported from the Police 
and Sanitary Committee, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed .. wn és - es i * ws oo HD 


London Building Acts (Amendment) Bill. 


Moved, That, in the case of the London Building Acts (Amendment) Bill, 
Standing Orders 84, 214, and 239 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now taken into consideration (provided amended prints shall have been 
previously deposited).—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Objection being taken the Motion stood over .. me os ne .. 1170 
PETITIONS. 


UnemMpPLoYED WorkMEN Biti.—Petition from Newport, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table .. ae i ‘i ee aia ied ~ as «x. SO 


WorKMEN’s CoMPENSATION Bi_i_.—Petition from Birmingham, for alteration ; 
tolieuponthe Table — .. - ‘a es me ‘ “ .. 1170 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


WireLess TeLeGRAPHY.—Return [presented 18th July]; to be printed. [No. 
246] .. ia a 4 es e as ie v a .. 1170 


University CoLLeces.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 18th July, 
1905, upon the recommendations of the University Colleges Committee 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. os a ne = .. 1170 


Nava Works.—Copy presented, of Memorandum showing the Works upon 
which Expenditure is proposed to be provided for under the Naval Works 
Bill of the present Session [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. . 


Arrica (No, 5, 1905).—Copy presented, of Award of His Majesty the King of 
Italy respecting the Western Boundary of the Barotse Kingdom. With 
a Map [by Command]: to lie upon the Table .. me ~ én <a 


Japan (No. 1, 1905).—Copy presented of Award of the Arbitration Tribunal 
appointed to pronounce on certain questions as to the Interpretation of 
Treaties with Japan with regard to Leases held in Perpetuity [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table... 7 we 5 ¥ “3 a « 2 


TrapbE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—Copy presented of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 3442 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
ly _ 
Table - ‘ es - i i i - wi +~ SE 
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PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovusr.—Union of Bene- 
fices Act (Saint Michael, Cornhill, with Saint Peter le Poor and Saint Benet 
Fink). Copy of Scheme under The Union of Benefices Act, 1860, for effecting 
a Union of the Benefices of Saint Michael, Cornhill, with Saint Peter le 
Poor and Saint Benet Fink [by Act]... oi - Ks ee TA 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
CoMPENSATION TO ALBERT BLAKE FOR WRONGFUL IMPRISONMENT.—Question, 
Sir Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s); Answer, Mr. Akers 


Douglas... ae ne ane ee o is ee oF .. HPT 


CHINESE Coo.tes IN British NortH Bornro.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, Earl Perey ‘i i ce - an ca SR 


MUrzstea ProgRAMME—EXEMPTION FROM ONE YEAR'S TAXATION OF CHRISTIAN 
Vittaces Burnt IN 1903.—Question, Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucestershire, 


Stroud); Answer, Earl Perey .. - te ss ~ - . 9 
SHeep SToLeN From MIcHAEL O’CoNnNOoR AT GORTFADA.—Question, Mr. Boland 
(Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. i ‘ie x - on BETS 
OFFICIALS oF IRISH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENTS.—Question, Mr. Joseph 
Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ; és 1175 
ALLOCATION oF Spirit Licence Duties IN TRELAND.—Questioa, Mr. Joseph 
Devlin ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ; : 1173 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 
Soutu AFRICAN WAR—SALARIES OF Press Censors.—Questions, Mr. Catheart 
Wason (Shetland and Orkney) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) se = = $s He sc. WEIS 
THE ProposED REDUCTION OF THE VOLUNTEER ForRCcE—T EST OF EFFICIENCY. 
—Questions, Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucestershire. Stroud); Answers, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster .. sf fa ee ae es Me iA «GE 
War OrricE—FInANcE Brancn.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 
Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. - a as ‘3 << 2 
InpIAN ARMy ADMINISTRATION—THE Viceroy’s SpEECcH.—Questions, Sir 
Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for 
India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ate ie EK a se LED 
Spirit FoR MANUFACTURING PuRPosES—REGULATIONS.—Questions, Mr. Eugene 
Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.);  An- 
swers, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Wor- 
cester, E.) .. Me Me Re ve ee ar me ee .. 1176 


Customs WatcHERS.—Questions, Mr. Causton (Southwark, W.); Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derbyshire, W.) 1177 


British Fruir Inpustry.— Questions, Mr. Higham (Yorkshire, W.R., Sowerby); 
Answer, The President of the Local GovernmentBoard (Mr .Ailwyn 
Fellowes, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) .. es *s - i. .. 1178 
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ANTHRAX IN DEVONSHIRE.—Question, Mr. Lambert; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn 
Fellowes .. oe x ae a we aia m os .. 1178 


PoLLUTION oF Tak THAMES EstuaAry.—Question, Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Goverament Board (Mr. Gerald Bal- 


four, Leeds, Central) 1179 
Work FoR THE UNEMPLOYED—OBSOLETE AcTs.—Questions, Mr. ‘Keir Hardie 
(Merthyr Tydvil) and Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour ch ee ne as ie =f os ae .. EVD 
Tue HoLporn Borover Councit DiscLosures—Case or Mr. L. H. Isaacs. 
Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. .. 1180 
THE CoRNEWALL Statur.—Questions, Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) ; Answer, 
Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) .. - a ae oe -- EIS) 
ProsecuTIONS oF Scottish ANTI-VACCINATIONISTS.—Question, Mr. Weir, 
(Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, 
Glasgow, Bridgton) rs ae x a Se ae Ee .. 1181 


SNEEM STEAMER SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8S.) ; Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) .. ee as .. 1182 


NETTERVILLE Estate, GALWAY.—Question, Mr. Reddy (King’s County, Birr) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long oe ae cF = ws es .. 1182 


Mr. O'Hara Trencue’s Estate, GALWAY.—Questions, Mr. Reddy ; Answers, 


Mr. Walter Long 1182 
CrIME IN County Cork.—Questions, Mr. Flynn, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, 

N.), and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Walter Long .. +e <7 oo 
Irish NATIONAL EpucaTion CoMMISSIONERS’ REporT.—Questions, Mr. Boland ; 

Answers, Mr. Walter Long a $s - we a ms .. 1184 
Irish NationaL Epvcation Rutes.—Questions, Mr. Boland; Answer, Mr. 

Walter Long ‘ ae : 1185 
IrisH PARLIAMENTARY REPRESENTATION.—Questions, Mr. Mac Veagh (Down, 8.) 

and Mr. T. W. Russell; Answers, The Prime Minister and First Lord of 

the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) oe ste x .. 1184 


Usror SuBMARINES FoR War.—Question, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour oa Pe Seg - a Pv .. 1186 


Town TENANTS (IRELAND) BiLL.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 2s ee a se ae ss .. 1186 


Lorp Roperts AND Army Errictency.—Question, Mr. A. J. Balfour ; Answer, 
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Tur Discussion oF SuPPLY.—Question, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs), Mr. John 

Redmond (Waterford), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), Mr. Leugh, 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. 

Buchanan (Perthshire, E.), Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ; 

Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour es a .. 1187 
THE Vore or CensurE.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ; Answer, Mr. 

A. J. Balfour 119] 
BusINEss OF THE Hovse.—Question, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Gibson Bowles, 

Mr. Broadhurst, and Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour.. 1191 
New MEMBER Sworn.—Frederick William Chance, esquire, for the Borough of 

Carlisle .. 1192 
Police AND SANITARY ComMITTEE.—Special Report brought up, and read; to 

lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No, 247.] 

Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. [No. 247.] . 1192 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) (No.1) Bill [Lorps].—Read the 

first time; to be read a second time To-morrow, and to be printed. 

[Bill 279.] .. 1192 


Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill [Lorps].—Read the 


first time; to be read a second time To-morrow, and to be printed., 
. 1193 


[Bill 280.|| 
NATIONAL MONUMENTS IN CHURCHES. 
Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That leave be given to bring in a 
Bill to prevent the removal, without Parliamentary sanction, of 
Monuments which have been erected in Cathedrals or Churches out of 
Public Moneys in pursuance of a Vote by Parliament.’’—(Sir 


Elliott Lees.) 


The Prime Minister and First Lord es the eins watt A.J. ease 
4Lanchester, E.) 


Question, “ That the debate be now adjourned,” put, and agreed to. 
Nava Works [ConsoLIpATED Funp]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it is expedient to make further 
provision for the construction of works in the United Kingdom and else- 
where for the purposes of the Royal Navy, and to authorise the issue, 
out of the Consolidated Fund, of such sums, not exceeding £5,835,000, 
as may be required for those purposes, and to make provision for raising 


1193 


. 1194 
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in the manner provided by Section5 of The Naval Works Act, 1895, the 


sums so issued by Terminable Annuities for a period not exceeding thirty 
years from the dates of the borrowing.” —(Mr. Arthur Lee.) 


Mr. Edmund Robe tson (Dundee) .. .. 1196 
The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Arthw ‘Lee, Hants. » Fareham) i« Sa 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. : ‘ ae .. 1198 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) , +3 ea .. 1202 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of De an) 1203 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the via ( My. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 1203 
Mr. Sydney Bucton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) wh ae aa -- 1205’ 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, — ee Ee rs .- 1205 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. ke se ‘is - .. 1206 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 219; Noes '68. (Division List No. 297.) 
Resolution to be reported .To-morrow. 
Churches (Scotland) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
Clause 5 :— 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) .. és i wa a aa .. 1210 


Amendment proposed— 
I 


“In page 4, line 20, to leave out from the word ° established,’ to 
the word * shall,’ in !ne 22.’ ”—(Mr. Bryce.) 
Question proposed, ‘Tl 
the clause.” 


hat the words proposed to be left out stand part of 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury v ( Mr. A. J. Balfour, 


Manchester, FE.) oe , : ae -- 1218 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) as = - “4 we -- 1223 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) .. 4 ‘a .. 1225 
Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire) a Fe a ae Br .- 1226 
Mr. Charles Douglas (Lanarkshire, N.W.) mS me ea .. 1227 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Blackfriars) .. .. 1238 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) .. Be “is Be i .. 1230 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 195 ; Noes, 135. (Division List No. 208.) 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) .. és - - a -. 1233 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 24, to leave out the words ‘ the majority,’ and 
insert the words ‘ not less than two thirds.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words ‘ majority’ stand part of the clause.” 
. ’ e 


Mr. Scott Dickson .. es si i ae es a. ~- 1236 
Mr. Caldwell is an me = a .» 1237 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon 1 Boroughs) - 6 ‘es - ~- 1237 


Question put. 
The Comittee divided :—Ayes, 210; Noes, 115. (Division List No. 299.) 

Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Toaxteth) . + es -. 1243 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 24, after the word ‘ thereof,’ to insert the words 
‘any formula so prescribed shall be laid as soon as may be before both- 
Houses of Parliament, and if either House of Parliament within the next 
forty days resolves that the formula ought to be annulled, it shall, after 
the date of that Resolution, be of no effect.’ ” 
rei 
Question proposed, ‘““ That those words be there inserted.” 


. A. J. Balfour .. =e es re ey tn .. 1250 
ro "Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) a a a i .- 1251 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) i i - es na ‘a .. 1253 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 86; Noes, 219. (Division List No. 300.) 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


: ’ ' 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Aliens Bill. |‘THirp Reaptina.].—Order for Third Reading read. 


The Secretary of State for the Home nanan (Mr. Akers- Douglas, 


Kent, St. Augustine’s) ‘ : as “i -. 1257 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) . a ee +4 .. 1262 


Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R. , Elland) . se - _ .. 1262 | 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words upon ‘this day three months, ”—(Major Seely.) 


(Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) .. - “ .. 1264 
Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N.W.) Ks sis .. 1269 
Mr. Stuart Samuel (Tower Hamlets, W hitechapel) ee or .. 1272 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) .. “a 6 ‘ .. 1274 
Sir H. Campbell- pri (Stirling Burghs) .. a - .. 1276 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury y (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, FE.) és we .. 1278 
Mr. Fenwick ( Northumberland, Wan mabork) xe ae .. 1287 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 214 ; Noes, 136, (Division List No. 301.) 
Main Question put. | 

The House divided :—Ayes, 193; Noes, 103. (Division List No. 302.) 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Trade Unions Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged ; Bill 
withdrawn es fe me a3 it 3 ‘3 ap .. 1295 


Public Meetings (Facilities) Bill ai ss —Read wu second time, and com- 
mitted for Monday next a ar a .. 1295 


Telegraph (Construction) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged. Bill withdrawn : ~ ne ee EP .. 1296 


Adjourned at twenty-four minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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Viscount HawArpEeNn.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor that the right 
of Robert Henry Viscount Hawarden, in the Peerage of Ireland, to vote at 
the election of Representatives Peers for Ireland has been established to 
the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table “a re 2 ie fa Pe v ‘3 ree ee 1297 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Southend and Colchester Light Railways Bill ‘ial L ‘ —Commons Amend- 


ments considered, and agreed to a ~o 4297 


Rhondda Urban pietrienuenet ® Ball.—Reportedzfrom the Select Committee, 
with Amendments 4 we ee are a .. 1297 
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Malvern Water Bill.—The Lord Chancellor informed the House that the 
opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The order made on the 11th instant 
discharged, and Bill committed .. as a as ae .. 1297 


Bootle Corporation Bill ; London Gas Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments ; 
further Amendments mail: ; Bills passed, and tn to the Commons.. 1297 


Wigan Corporation Bill; North East London Railway Bill. Hees from 
the Commons; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners... , .. 1297 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Whitechapel and 
Bow Railway Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to... és ous - os aie “ os -- 1297 


London County Council (Money) Bill.—Reported, without Amendment .. 1297 


Local Government Provisional Order (Poor Law) (No. 2) Bill.—Brought 
from the Commons and read 1"; to be printed, and referred to the Examiners 
(No. 149)... a us x Se as as ne a ~» 1297 


Glasgow University Order Confirmation Bill {1.u.].—A Bill to confirm a 
Provisional Order relating to the M‘Callum Celtic Lectureship in the Univer- 
sity of Glasgow. Was presented by the Marquess of Linlithgow ; read la ; 
to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
Jand) Act, 1899, Section 7), deemed to have been read 2*; and reported 
from the Committee. (No. 150) “n es * “ ~ -. 1297 


Tramway Orders Confirmation (No. 2 Bill |#.1.].—Amendments reported 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 5a To-morrow... a4 .. 1298 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. L6) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill.—Read °5* (according to Order), and passed 1298 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


a3 Jes 
' 4 


Arrica, No. 5 (1905).—Award of His Majesty the King of Italy respecting the 
Western Boundary of the Barotse Kingdom (with a map) .. fs .- 1298 


JAPAN, No. 1 (1905).—Award of the Arbitration Tribunal appointed to pronounce 
on certain questions as to the interpretation of treaties with Japan with 
regard to leases held in perpetuity - ” es si is .. 1298 


University CoLLeGes.—Treasury Minute, dated 18th July, 1905, upon the recom- 
mendations of the University Colleges Committee... i ws .. 1298 


NavaLt Works.—Memorandum showing the works upon which expenditure is 
proposed to be provided for under the Naval Works Bill of the present 
session. rr «o a “ ae a ae , i -. 1298 

TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 3442. Turkey (Erzeroun). 
No. 3443. Morocco (Dar-al-Baida) sy me sx + a .. 1298 


Sratistics.—Statistical Abstract for the United Kingdom in each of the last 
fifteen years from 1890 to 1904. Fifty-second number... ‘ie .. 1298 
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Rau.way RetTurns.—Returns of the Capital Traffic Receipts and Working 
Expenditure of the Railway Companies of the United Kingdom, for the 
year 1904; with a general report thereon, and summary tables for a series 
of years. 

Presented, (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table .. a 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation (IRELAND).—Rules and Programme of Examina- 
tions for 1906 


BaNkRUPTCY.—T wenty-second General Annual Report by the Board of Trade 
under Section 131 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1885. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Union oF Benerices (Metropo.ts) Act, 1860.—Scheme of the Keclesiastical 
Commissioners for effecting an union ot the benefice of Saint Michael, 
Cornhill, in the City ot London, and the benefice of Saint Peter-le-Poor 
with the vicarage of Saint Benet Fink annexed, and for effecting certain 
other measures ‘incidental to or arising out of such union, Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 146) .. ie 


Aliens Bill.—Brought from the Commons and read 1*; to be printed; and 
to be read 2* on Thursday next. (No. 147) 


Medical Act (1886) Amendment Bill.—Brought fromthe Commons and read 
1*; and to be printed. (No. 148) ; ny ; 


Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill.—Amendments reported (according to Order), 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow : 4% s ea ae : 


Shipowners’ Negligence (Remedies) Bill.—Amendment reported (according 
to Order), and Bill to be read 3" To-morrow 


Compensation for Damage to Crops Bill.—{Seconp Reaprne.].—Order of 
the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Newton 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Newton.) 


The Earl of Lichfreld 
Lord Wolverton 
Lord Burghelere 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whcle 
House on Tuesday next. 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill [n.1.| [Secony Reapine].—Order of the Day 
for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chanceilor of Ireland (Lord Ashbow ne) : 


Moved, “‘ That the Bill be new read 2*’—(Lord Ashbourne.) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and ccmmitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 
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PHYSICAL DETERIORATION, 


The Lord Bishop of Ripor 

The Duke of Devonshire 

The Earl of Meath 

Lord Shuttleworth 

The Lord President of the ( ‘ouncil and President of the Council and Presi 
dent of the Board of Education we Marquess of Londonderr y) 

Lord Kenyon .. es - ‘ 

The Earl of Crewe ae one a ae 

The Secretary for State for ‘Forei ign Affairs (The Marquess of Lans- 
downe)  .. a : < ae er ue se 

The Duke of Devonshire 


Quit AND Crown RENts (IRELAND). 
Lord Castletown 
Moved, “‘ That there be laid before the House a Return showing all sums 
received for the redemption and purchase of quit and Crown rents in 
Ireland since 1897.”°—(Lord Castletown.) 
The First Commissioner of Works (Lord Windsor) 
On Question, Motion agreed to ; and ordered accordingly. 
THe FLoGGING OF CHINAMEN, 
Lord Col peneage : 
The Under-Secretai y of State jor the ( ailiaoles (The Duke of Marlborough) 
Earl Spencer ‘ a me ate a av - 
House adjourned at Eight o’clock till To-morrow, a quarter past 
Four o’clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 2Orn JULY. 1°05, 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Central Railway (Pension season [Lorps!.—Read the third time 
and passed with Amendments .. “e - A Se ot 


Bangor (County Down) Water and adie Bill [Lorps].—As 
amended, to be considered To-morrow .. Pe ee : 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Bill[Lorns].—As amended, 


considered ; Amendments made; Bill to be read the third time 


Matlock Bath Imrrovement Bill [Lorns].—As amended, considered ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time x i : 


Littlehampton Urban District Council Bill [Lorps] - OrDER),—Con- : 
. 13626 


sideration, as amended, deferred till Monday next... 
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Wigan Corporation Bill.—Ordered, That, in the case of the Wigan Corpora- 
tion Bill, Standing Orders &4, 214, 215, ae 239 be suspended, ‘and that the 
Bill be now taken into consideration.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Bill, as amended, accordingly considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that 
the Bill be now read the third time.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed .. a me .. 1362 


North-East London Railway Bill.—Ordered, That Standing Order 243 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read the third time.—(The Chairma i of 
Ways and Means.) 


(King’s Consent signified), Bill accordingly read the third time, and 
passed oe arr re «e ae ee aie et es .. 1363 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill shaman ].—Read the 


third time, and passed, with an Amendment .. .. 1363 


Local Government Provisional Order hase Law) No. @) Bill.—Read 
the third time, and passed ; “r .- 1363 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [Lorps] (by Order). 
Consideration, as amended, deferred till Tuesday next ue me .. 1363 


MrESSAGE FROM THE Lorps., 


That they have agreed to—Midland Railway Bill, with Amendments 1363 


PETITION, 


UnxeMPLOYED WORKMEN BILL.—Petition from Hackney, in favour; to lie upon 


the Table .. ne ae ap ae Ab 7 ae re .. 1363 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


INTERMEDIATE Epvcation (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Rules and rro- 
‘ramme of Examinations for 1906 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
he printed. [No. 249.] .. ne ce ag ad He Re .. 1363 


SratisticaAL Anstract (Unirep Kingpom).—Copy presented, of Statistical 
Abstract for the United Kingdom in each of the last fifteen years from 1890 
to 1904, Fifty-second Number [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. 1363 


taILWAY RetuRNs.—Copy presented, of Returns of the Capital, Traffic Receipts, 
and Working Expenditure of the Railway Companies of the United Kingdom 
for the year 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. ae .. 1364 


Ban cnuptcy.—Copy presented, of Twenty-second General Annual Report by 
the Board of Trade under the Bankruptey Act, 18853 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 250] os a“ si a .. .— 
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Civiz SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS (Excesses), 1905-4.—Copy 
presented, of a Statement of the Sum required to be voted in order to make 
good an Excess on the Grant for Diplomatic and Consular Buildings for the 
year ended on March 31st, 1904 [by Command] ; Referred to the Committee 
of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 251] .. er ee os es 


Crviz Servants (RETIREMENT AT THE AGE OF Sixty-Five).—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered July 18th; Mr: Victor Cavendish]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 252] a 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, No. 5443 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HousE.—Caledonian Canal. 
Copy of One-hundredth Report of the Commissioners [by Act]; to be 
printed. [No. 253] ek = - - a - oi oh 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS (ConTRACTS).—Return ordered, ‘‘ of all contracts 
made in the United Kingdom for manufactured articles by the several 
Government Departments in the vear ending March 31st, 1905, either with 
contractors outside the United Kingdom or with contractors or agents who 
obtain the articles from Abroad (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 318, Session 1904).”—(Sir Howard Vincent) - 3 ae se 

TRUSTEE Savincs Banks.—Return ordered, ‘ (1) from each Savings Bank in 
England and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, containing, 
in columns, the names of the Officers, their respective salaries, and other 
allowances, if any ; the amount of security each gives, the annual expenses 
of management, inclusive of all payments and salaries, for the year ended 
November 20th, 1904; the rate per centum per annum on the capital of the 
Bank for the expenses of management ; the rate of interest paid to Depositors 
on the various amounts of deposit, and the average rate of interest on all 
accounts ; the number of accounts remaining open ; the total amount owing 
to Depositors ; the total amount invested with the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt ; the balance in the hands of the Treasurer 
at November 20th, 1904; the total amount of the separate Surplus Fund 
on November 20th, 1904; other assets, including estimated value of Bank 
premises, furniture, ete.; the total assets; the total amount of Gover- 
ment Stock standing to the credit of Depositors ; the number and amount 
of annuities granted ; and the average cost of each transaction ; also the 
year in which business commenced in each Bank, and the name of the day 
or days, and the number of hours in the week, on which the Banks are open 
for the deposit and withdrawal of moneys ; including in such Return a list 
of all such Savings Banks as, under the provisions of the Act 26 Vie. c. 14, 
or otherwise, have been closed and have transferred their funds, or any part 
thereof, to the Post Office Savings Banks ; showing, in each case, the number 
of such Banks, os well as the number and amount of Depositors’ occounts 
so transferred, and the amount of compensation, if any, made to all or any 
of the Officers of such Banks respectively ; and showing also the years in 
which such Banks were respectively opened and closed, and the number and 
amount of their Depositors’ balances, and the number of days and hours in 
each week on which the same Banks were open for public business at the 
close of the year next preceding the date of such closing ; distinguishing the 
same, as in the Return, for each separate county, as well as collectively, for 
England and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, and for 
the United Kingdom ; and (2) for the year ending November 20th, 1904, 


Page 


1564 


1564 


1364 


L364 


1564 








rr 


aA 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. exvii 
July 20.) Page 


showing the total number of Depositors in Trustee Savings Banks ; the 
total number of deposits ; the average amount of each deposit account ; the 
average sums paid in and drawn out ; the total number of persons who have 
deposited in single sums the entire amount allowed to be deposited during 
the vear (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 224, of Session 1904).” 
—(Mr. Mount) xe nie ree a3 ae as ae is .. 1365 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


IssuE OF SUMMONSES IN DUBLIN LICENSING CAsES.—Question, Mr. T. Harrington 
(Dublin Harbour) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long is % “8 .. 1366 


Evictep TENANTS IN County Kerry.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long aa “ +i ‘a .. 1367 


DEFENCES AND GARRISONS AT HALIFAX AND EsQuIMAULT.—Question, Mr. 
Buchanan (Perthshire, E.); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton me Me .. 1367 


DesTRUCTION OF Papers RELATING TO WAR STORES.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh 
(Down, 8.) ; Answer. Mr. Lyttelton .. ap Be a = .. 1367 


Derects oF THE NEw Snort Rirte.—Question, Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Lud- 
low); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster Pe ar ne aN Ae .. 1568 


TRIALS OF THE SHort Rir_LeE.—Question, Mr. Hunt; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster ae Be a eis we ee oe ‘3 os .. 1568 


EFFICIENCY OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. e: a ee .. 1368 


TREATMENT OF CHILDREN AWAITING TRIAL.—Question, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas - ate ais ae oe re .. 1369 


Neursinc oF Sick Poor 1x WorkHovuses.—Question, Mr. Talbot (Oxford Uni- 
versity) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. ae a am es .. 1369 


PAYMENT OF ScHooL TEACHERS’ SALARIES.—Question, Mr. Ernest Gray (West 


Ham, N.); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour. . a ee re me .. 1370 
SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE IN FRANCE—BRITISH SUBJECTS AFFECTED.— 
Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.); Answer, Earl Percy .. .. 1570 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT AND THE Mackay TrEATY.—Question, Mr. Moon (St. 
Pancras, N.); Answer, Earl Percy ; 1371 
CHINESE CooLies IN British NortH Borneo.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Earl Percy .. a ne ; 1371 
Men InvaLipeD FRoM Mata Fever.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. = <4 “a at - + .. 1331 
SuBMARINES—NUMBER OF MEN ALLOWED ON Boarp IN ADDITION TO CREW.— 
Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. re «« 1808 


AccIDENT To SUBMARINES—METHODs OF Escape FOR CREW.—Question, Sir Jolin 
Leng; Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. “s si ‘a s ‘“s .. 1372 
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DeLay IN Repairtnc BRIDGE OVER THE SERPENTINE.—Question, Captain 
Jessel (St. Pancras, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Balearres : 


PostmeN AcTING as SECRETARIES TO Buitpinc SocreTIEs.—Question, Sir 
Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


EpucaTIonaAL REGULATIONS—REMOVAL OF Loc Book.—Question, Mr. Ernest 
Gray ; Answer, Sir William Anson fs re rs a a 


ERECTION OF DerRyYcROFF Brince oF MircHeLL Estate, County Mayo.— 
Question, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


EDUCATION OF CHILDREN IN CEYLON.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


Army Starr APPOINTMENTS—EXTENSION OF TIME TO ASSISTANT ADJUTANT- 
GENERAL.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport); Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster ae x ct a ue a ne = i As 


GAMBLING OPERATIONS IN Corron.—Question, Mr. Field (Dubsin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


MINISTER OF ComMERCE.—Question, Mr. Hoult (Cheshire, Wirrall) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


DraL Barracks THEATRE.—Questions, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answers, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge 


CANADA AND CONTINENTAL EMMIRGANTS.—Questions, Mr. Leif Jones (West- 
moreland, Appleby) and Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) ; Answer, The Prime 
Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Maceponia FrnanctaL Rerorms.—Questions, Mr. Lyell (Dorsetshire, E.) 
Captain Ellice (St. Andrew’s Burghs); Answer, The Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy, Kensington, 8.) .. 


THE WattstowN CoLLiery DisastTeR.—Questions, Mr. T. Richards (Mon- 
mouthshire), Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid.), Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tydvil), Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) and Sir Alfred 
Thomas (Glamorganshire, E.); Answers, The Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) and Mr. A. 
J. Balfour as ae Ms si ia - sa ae Ss 


P.O. aND THE AccouNTs CoMMITTEE.—Questions, Mr. Weir and Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answers, The Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) i es ei oe 4 ‘n “ 


Stanparp Farm or Accounts ror LocaL AUTHORITIES.—Questions, Mr. 
Cohen (Islington, E.); Answers, The President of the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. a = mes ee 


REDISTRIBUTION—THE PopuLaTion Limit.—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devon- 
shire, South Molton); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. ee ~ ae 
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REDISTRIBUTION STATISTICS.—Questions, Mr. Toulmin (Bury, Lancashire), and 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


SaLE OF THE WHITFORD EstaTE CoALFIELD.—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheffield, Central), Colonel Lucas (Suffolk, Lowestoft). Sir Lees Knowles 
(Salford, W.), Mr. Gibson Bowles, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) and Mr. 
Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield); Answers, The Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars), and 
Mr. Pretyman 


Express TRAINS FROM THE NorTH—DaNGEROUS FootsBoarps.—Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


THE Loss or THE “ KyBer.”—Question, Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


Yar CHANNEL TUNNEL.—Question, Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, 
Cricklade) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


Bie Ben.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, Lord Balcarres (Lan- 
cashire, Chorley) 


Beavrort CasTLe SHootinea Case.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord 
Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) se ‘ 


LinertcK Money Lenpine Case.—Questions, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S-), Mr. Joyce 
(Limerick) and Mr. John O’Connor (Kildare, N.) ; Answers, The Attorney- 
General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) oe : 


foscomMON Assizes—CaseE oF WrLiiam Retp.—Questions, Mr. Hayden 
(Roscommon, 8.); Answers, Mr. Atkinson .. a i ee 


Cork AssIzEs—CAasE OF JEREMIAH COLBERT.—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Atkinson 


CoLONEL WARDER OF SNEEM.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Walter Long. Bristol, 8.) .. 


Mayor Frencu’s Roscommon Estate.—Question, Mr. James O'Kelly (Ros- 
common, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long re zs as se a 


DunpoNALD CEMETERY, BELFAST.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


CoNSTABLE FINNIGAN’S TRANSFER FROM COALISLAND TO LONGFORD.—Question, 
Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


CoALISLAND—ASSAULT OF JOHN McMannvus.—Question, Mr. Doogan ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long 
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And, it being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


tesolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again to- 
morrow. 


Sale of Butter Bill.—Order for the Second Reading read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn ; in a ae ae ae = el 
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Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. as a a .. 1497 
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Lord Harris =e 
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ported from the Committee ; and to be read 3*on Monday next 


. 1497 


. 1497 


. 1498 


1498 


. 1498 


1498 


. 1498 


1498 


1499 | 





TR 


TR 


W 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. CXXV 
July 21.) Page 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [1.1.].—Read 3* (according 
to Order) ; Amendments made. Bill passed, and sent tothe Commons .. 1499 


Rathmines and Rathgar Extension and Improvement Bill; North- 
Eastern Railway Bill; North-Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill; Lon- 
don Government Scheme (London and Middlesex) Bill; London Govern- 
ment Scheme (Hackney and Edmonton Unions) Bill; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the said Bills; viz. :— 


D, Manchester, 

E. Malmesbury, 

E. Eldon. 

V. Falmout}: 

L. Kintore (£. Kintore) (Chairman), 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee te 
meet on Monday next, at Twelve o’clock ; and all petitions referred to the 


Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
aainst the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills .. .. 1499 
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NEW BILLS. 


Matrimonial Causes Bill [u.L.].—A Bill to amend the Matrimonial Causes 
Act, 1857. Was presented by the Earl Russell; read 1*; to be printed ; 
and to be read 2* on Monday the 5lst instant. (No.151).. wh »» 1500 


Wemyss Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [4.1.].—A Bill to confirm a 
Provisional Order relating to Wemyss Tramways. Was presented by the 
Marquess of Linlithgow (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure 


(Scotland) Act, 1899, Sections 6 and 9); read 1*; and to be printed. (Ne. 


THe DUKE OF DEVONSHIRE’S MOTION. 


The Duke of Devonshire es ae ee Re se 1501 
The Lord Chancellor (The Ear! of Hals ens) _ = - -» 150] 


Licut Loap Line ComMIrtee, 
Lord = Muskerry 0 os - i és ‘a “9 <> 100] 
Moved to resolve, “ That, in the opinion of this House, the Board of Trade 
should now take the necessary steps in carrying out the recommendation 
of the Light Load Line Committee that regulations to prevent the 
shifting of under-deck ballast carried by merchant vessels should 
be drawn up and enforced.” —(Lord Muskerry.) 
The Under Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Duke of Marlborough) 1507 
Earl Spencer .. = os +% oa ws x “e .. 1509 
Lord Muskerry xe is 2 si as ba eg .. 1510 
On Question, resolved in the negative. 


ALIEN APPRENTICES ON BRITISH SHIPS. 


Lord Muskerry : ae ee Ns 5 ae ef . + Lol 
The Duke of Marlborough fe a we a te ae « EE 


Public Roads (Ireland) Bill—[Seconp Reaprnc].—vrder of the Day for 
the Second Reading read. 


The Earl of Dunraven.. se ie se Me 2 are ss Ub 
Moved, ** That the Bill be now read 2'.”—(The Earl of Dunraven.) 


The Lord President of the Council and President of the Board * Educa- 
tion (The Marquess of Londonderry) . 1513 


On Question, Bill read 2, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Tuesday next. 


Druakenness (Ireland) Bill.— Read 3* (according to order), with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons. 
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THE POSITION OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


The Marquess of Ripon = 151: 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ( (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 1518 


Moved, ‘“‘ That this House do now adjourn.” —(The Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


Earl Spencer ij a - = ee aan 
The Marquess of Lansdowne .. ei ae es “a es .. 1515 


—) 
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On Question, Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at half-past Five o’clock to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 21st JULY, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
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West Arrica.—Copy presented, of Returns of the Revenue and Expenditure 
(Actual and Estimated) of the West African Colonies and Protectorates 
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Unemployed Workmen Bill.—Copy presented, of the Unemployed Workmen 
sill, showing how the Bill would run if the Amendments, of which Mr. 


Gerald Balfour has given notice, were made in it [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table 
PapER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Chamber of Lon- 
don. Annual Accounts of the Chamberlain of London for the year 1904 [by 
Act]; to be printed. [No. 255.] . 117 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


SALE OF THE TENANTS INTEREST IN TerRMOoN HoLpING ON THE Kinc-HARMAN 
EstTaTE.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 1518 


Tue Irisn Lanp Act, 1905.—Question, Mr. Patrick White (Meath, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long a - és . ‘ss 1519 
ASSISTANT CLERKS OF OVER Six AND Unper Ten YEARS SERVICE IN PUBLIC 
DEPARTMENTS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, 
Mr. Victor Cavendish .. a a of i = ee .. 1519 


EXeLuSION OF ForREIGN Prison-MavDE Goops.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devon- 
shire, South Molton); Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish as i -. 1319 
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Churches (Scotland) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair]. 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. ts oe .. 1319 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
Progress and ask leave to sit again.”—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the sii ai A. J. Balfour, 


Manchester, E.) 1321 
Question put, and negatived. 
Clause 5 agreed to. 
Postponed Schedule agreed to. 
Preamble agreed to. 
1524 


Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 281]. 


ADJOURNMENT.—Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn ” 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood) put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty-eight minutes atter Twelve 
o’clock, till Monday next. 
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STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 
Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the Rath- 
~pete |mines and Rathgar Extension and In- 
SAT FIRST. /provement Bill, ought to be dispensed 
Earl of Chichester sat first in | With, and the Bill allowed to proceed. 
Read, and agreed to. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. | 
Monday, 10th July, 1905. 


The 
Parhament after the death of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


| Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill; 
| North British Railway (General Powers) 
| Bill. The CuatrMan or CoMMITTEEs in- 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted | formed the House that the opposition 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- | to the Bills was withdrawn. The orders 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi-| made on Monday and Tuesday last 
ficates from the Examiners that the | discharged, and Bills committed. 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 


ing Bills have been complied with:—| Woolwich Borough Council Bill; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders| Great Western Railway (Additional 


(No. 4); Electric Lighting Provisional | Powers) Bill; Andover Lighting and 
Orders (No. 5); Electric Lighting Pro- | Power Bill. Read 3*, with the Amend- 
visional Orders (No. 6). | ments, and passed, and returned to the 
, ; Commons. 

Also the Certificates that no Standing 


Orders are applicable to the following 
Bills :—Local Government Provisional 
Order (No. 16); Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 17). 

The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


VOL. CXLIX. [Fourrn Serizs.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders 





(No. 8) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to order), Bill reported 
without Amendment. Standing Com- 


mittee negatived; and Bill to be read 
3* to-morrow. 


A 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders | 
(No. 9) Bill [u.t.]. Amendments re- 
ported (according to order) ; and Bill to be 
read 3° to-morrow. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 5) Bill. Brought from the Com- 
mons and read 1"; to be printed; and | 
referred to the Examiners. (No. 133.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Regulations for the instruction and 
training of pupil teachers. 


HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS 

COMMISSION). 

Manuscripts of His Grace the Duke of 

Rutland, K.G., preserved at Belvoir 
Castle. Vol. IV. 


(ROYAL 


SEA FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 
Report to the Secretary for Scotland 
of a Departmental Committee on the sea 
fisheries of Sutherland and Caithness. 
Volume II. Minutes of evidence and 


{LORDS} 


appendices, | 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


POST OFFICE STATUTORY RULES AND | 


ORDERS, 1905. 

1. (Money Orders) No. 783. The Postal 
Order (Colonial) Amendment (No. 4) 
Regulations, 1905; dated 29th June, 
1905. 


Defence. 4 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILL. 
ROYAL DECLARATION BILL [u.t.] 


A Bill to modify the declaration 
required by the Bill of Rights and the 


_Act of Settlement to be made by the 


Sovereign. Was presented by the Vis- 
count Llandaff; read 14; and to be 
printed. (No. 131.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Moved, That Standing Order No. 
XXXIX. be suspended for this dav’s 
sitting.—(The Marquess of Lansdowne) ; 
agreed to; and ordered accordingly. 


DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 

1"; to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Friday next. — (Lhe Earl of Mayo.) 
(No. 132.) 

HOME DEFENCE. , 

*THE Eart or WEMYSS rose to move 
to resolve, “ That in the opinion of this 
House, it would be a danger to the Realm, 
and limit the power of the Navy as an 
offensive force in war, to trust to it alone 
for home defence, and, inasmuch as it is 
admitted that the Navy cannot guarantee 


us against so-called hostile ‘ raids,’ it is 


g. (Post Office Savings Banks) No. | 


785. The Post Office Savings Banks | 
Regulations, 1905; dated 15th May, 
1905. | 


NAVAL SAVINGS BANKS. 
Account of deposits in Naval Savings 


the more needful that our land defences 


| should at all times be such that no nation 


would ever attempt in any form a hostile 
landing on our shores.” 


The noble Earl said: My Lords, I ask 


| your Lordships’ indulgence while I en- 


Banks and the payments thereof, and of | 


interest thereon, of all investments under 
the Nava] Savings Banks Act, 1866, and 
the application of the interest or dividends 
accruing in respect thereof, and of the 


| deavour to give a few reasons in support 


of the Motion which stands in my 
name. In The Times and the Morning 
Post of May 12th last there appeared 


reports of a speech by the Prime Ministe: 


/the Prime Minister is 


sale of any stocks, annuities, or securi- | 


ties during the financial year 1903-1904. 


land as to the appointment of a visiting | 
committee to the prison at Glasgow | 
(Duke Street). 


upon our defences, and in that speech: 
stated to have 
declared that— 


“Serious invasion of these islands is not 


/an eventuality which we need seriously con- 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) ACTS, 1860 to 1904. | 
Rule made by the Secretary for Scot- | 


” 


sider. 

I had intended to take those words as 
my text to-night, but I received yesterday 
from the Prime Minister a _ corrected 
It does not differ 


copy of his speech. 
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very much, but the passage I have 
quoted, as corrected in the Prime 
Minister’s copy, is as follows— 

“ Serious invasion of these islands is not a 
possibility which we need consider.” 

That seems to me practically the same 
thing. Now, my Lords, I propose to 
show your Lordships, as far as I can, 
why I think this speech of the Prime 
Minister’s is a dangerous one. I think 
the danger of it is that it is calculated 
to put people into a state of confidence 
with reference to our defences which is 
not justified by the facts, and that course 
is certainly not desirable. Moreover, it 
is, I venture to think, a remarkable 
speech as coming from a Scotsman, 
because I have always been told that 
Seotsmen are known proverbially for 
their caution. This appears to me to be 
a very incautious speech, and I venture 
to traverse the position taken up by the 
Prime Minister—namely, that — serious 
invasion is a possibility which we need 
not consider. I venture to think that 
the history of our past. and opinions 
which worth listening to in the 
present, all point in a contrary direction. 
Supposing one of your Lordships pricks 
his finger, what happens ? A drop of 
blood oozes forth. Now, what does that 
drop of blood spell ? It spells invasion, 
for no civilised country that I know of 
has been so often successfully invaded. 


are 


Let me give a short statement of the 
invasions which have produced this very 
mixed blood in English veins. TI shall 
take this not from English history, but 
from a novel—a foreign novel which 
appeared towards the close of last year. It 
is called, “‘ The Coming Conquest of Eng- 
land,” and this is what I read inone part— 

“For nine hundred years no hostile army 
had landed on the shores of England. Certainly 
in ancient times Britain had had to tight against 
invading enemies. Julius Cesar had entered 
as a conqueror. Canute the Great, King of 
Denmark, had subdued the country, the Saxons 
had come over from Germany to make them- 
selves masters of the land; Harold the Fair- 
headed, King of Norway, had landed in Eng- 
land. But since the time of William of 
Normandy, who defeated the Saxons at Hastings 
and set up the rule of the Normans in England, 
not even her most powerful enemies, neither 
Philip of Spain nor the great Napoleon, had 
succeeded in landing their troops on the sea- 
girt soil of England.” 





Then comes the question, the writer 
being a German— 
* Would a German army now succeed ?” 
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I would just remark this in passing. 
In the extract I have read reference is 
made to the failure of Philip of Spain 
and Napoleon. To what was that due ? 
It was due to chance, to the chance of a 
storm, to the chance of Nelson being out 
of the way, and to the chance of Sir 
Robert Calder tackling the French fleet 
and destroying it, and stopping Napoleon 
having those six hours which he said 
was all the time he wanted for landing 
his 150,000 men and the subduing of 
England. See what part chance plays 
in the affairs of the world! I am in- 
clined to think that the Prime Minister 
and the Defence Committee, of which 
he made himself the mouthpiece, have 
not taken into consideration the chances 
there are in war. As I have said, it is 
not my intention to give my own opinion 
but I will quote the opinions of those 
who are entitled to speak with authority 
on this subject. The novel I have quoted 
answers the question of invasion in this 
way: It supposes that a German army of 
60,000 picked men lands somewhere con- 
venient in the Firth of Forth—I am not 
sure whether it isat Dalmeuy or Hopetoun, 
Lord Linlithgow—and marches straight 
to London, where they are met by the 
French army, the Russian army having 
already taken India from us, and peace 
is made, after our defeat and capture of 
London, at Hampton Court. The Prime 
Minister is the negotiator for England, 
and the result is that India goes to Russia, 
Egypt to France, and South Africa to 
Germany, and nothing is left to us 
excepting Malta, 


I will proceed to quote the opinions 
of naval and military experts to which 
even the Prime Minister must bow ; they 
are opinions contrary to his view and 
to the view of the Defence Committee 
with regard to the present situation. I 
take the Report of the Duke of Norfolk’s 
Commission, which Commission did its 
duty nobly by the nation in spite of the 
opposition it met with from officialdom in 
all ways. In that Report there is no 
end of evidence in the sense to which I 
have referred, evidence counter to the 
view of the Prime Minister and of the 
Defence Committee. I will quote some 
of the evidence given before that Com- 
mission, and will first take that of Sir 
John Ardagh, who was Director of Mili- 
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answer to Question 3243, Sir John 
Ardagh said— 

“Invasion is highly improbable, but possible. 
It is unwise to put all our eggs into the naval 
basket. No pains should be spared to ensure 
that our Navy is amply sufficient to blockade 
the enemy’s ports and to fight him besides in 
the open sea.” 


That I heartily endorse. Sir John 
Ardagh continues— 

** And behind all that it is indispensable that 
we should have in the United Kingdom a 
thoroughly reliable force— 
not six battleships, as proposed under 
the new naval arrangements, but a 
thoroughly reliable land foree— 

“which we can put in the field at a very 
short notice to oppose 150,000 men. The 
reasonable hypothesis is that if one method 
of defence may fail you do not trust to one 
alone—trust to more than one. A home- 
defence army is indispensable. If invasion 
was threatened the Fleet would never be 
allowed to leave England; there would be 
a demand for protection from all quarters.” 

{now come toa naval authority, and will 
quote the opinion of Sir John Ommaney, 
who was Controller of the Navy from 
1888 to 1892, Commander-in-Chief in 
the North America and West India 
Station from 1892 to 1895, and Com- 
mander-in-Chief in the Mediterranean 
from 1896 to 1899. Now, what does 
Sir John Ommaney say? He says— 

“* Looking as the question as a whole, I think 
it is shortly summed up by saying that, though 
there is no probability of an invasion, there 
is a possibility of one which should be guarded 
against. German papers and magazines think 
there is no doubt about the practicability of 
an invasion. That being so, we should be 
prepared for it.” 

He decidedly thinks, as did the Duke 
of Wellington—vide his letter—that 

“Steam makes the position more perilous 
to England.” 

I shall next quote the view of a noble 
and gallant Viscount than whom no 
braver or better soldier ever lived— 
Viscount Wolseley. The noble Viscount 
says— 

“It would be living in a fool’s paradise were 
the English people to depend entirely on the 
Navy for the aefence of this country against 
invasion.” 

Again he says— 

“It would be the madness the gods used 
to send to those whom they wished to destroy. 
Taking England as a fighting man, it would 
be like tying one of his arms to his side if you 
tied your Fleet down to the Channel. Invasion 


will take place much more quickly than you 
imagine.” 


The Earl of Wemyss, 


{LORDS} 
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Your Lordships will have observed 
that I have put off this Motion on 
several occasions. I did so in the hope 
that Lord Wolseley would be able to be 
present in his place in your Lordships’ 
House, but as he has not been able to 
come I wrote and asked him if he would 
send me his opinion on the question at 
issue. Lord Wolseley, in reply, said— 

“You ask me for my views upon the possible 
invasion of these islands. The subjects is one 
that I have long studied in all its aspects—” 


I am told that he has made a study, in 
the same way as the Duke of Wellington 
did, of all the different places on the 
East Coast where it would be possible 
to land—# 


“The subject is one that I have long studied 
in all its aspects, learning from history whatever 
it can teach us upon this somewhat technical 
and highly professional question. A great deal 
of nonsense has been written about it. Ad- 
mirals anxious to see our great and splendid 
Navy made still greater, preach upon the useless- 
ness, the folly, of spending large sums upon 
keeping up an Army for home defence. ‘The 
only fact, I think, necessary to adduce is that 
England has been successfully invaded in the 
past, and that, as regards the future, its feasi- 
bility was believed in by Napoleon, Nelson, 
Wellington, and by other great soldiers and 
sailors in the nineteenth century.” 


Lord Wolseley then refers to the Duke 
of Wellington’s correspondence with Sir 
John Burgoyne, and adds— 


“T have not their letters by me, but 1 re- 
member that in one of them the public was 
reminded that the invasion of England had 
recently become a much simpler matter than 
it was formerly because it was now joined to 
France by an isthmus of steam.” 


The very thing which we are told 
makes us safe is here declared to have 
made the invasion of England a much 
simpler matter than it was formerly. 
Continuing, Lord Wolseley says--- 


“May I say without offence to those who 
preach upon the safety of England as long 
as we keep up a very powerful Navy, that any 
great naval combination against us—which is a 
very possible contingency—might drive our 
fleets into their harbours. Further, that we 
have very imperfect data upon this modern 
naval question to warrant us in depending 
for the safety of these islands exclusively upon 
the floating ironclad batteries, which, now 
manned by artillerymen dress d as_ sailors, 
have taken the place of the sailing fleets manned 
by our seamen skilled in the management of 
ships under sail beyond the sailors of all foreign 
nations.” 


1 am inclined to think that before the 
Japanese War the tone of Russia was 
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very much the tone of the blue-water 
school in this country at the present 
moment, and they no doubt said that 
no harm could come to them while they 
had their splendid fieet. In his speech 
the Prime Minister talks about the 
improved state of telegraphy and means 
of communication which would prevent 
the possibility of such a decoy as took 
place with Nelson in 1805 before Tra- 
falgar. We have an object-lesson in the 
Far East. With all the appliances of 
the present day, fast steamers, tele- 
graphs, and so forth, did the Russians 
know where Admiral Togo was? They 
did not know; and, therefore, the 
reasons connected with steam which have 
been given for safety are reasons for the 
reverse. I will now quote the opinions 
of two experts in strategy, Mr. T. M. 
MeGuire and Colonel Lonsdale Hale. 
Mr. McGuire says— 

“T have gone over the statement with regard 
tu the possibilities of successful invasion with 
some of the ablest naval and military experts 
in England. We have also considered the 
chances of a raid which would paralyse our 
commerce and upset every industry of our 
people for months on the data given in The 
Times report of Mr. Balfour’s speech. We 
have also worked out, in company with able 
otticers, schemes of invasion based on the 
history of combined naval and military opera- 
tions before and since the use of steam and 
the nationalisation of armies; and we have 
come to the conclusion that Mr. Balfour's 
speech is not—” 
using the words which Mr Balfour applied 
to the possibility cf invasion— 

“is not worthy of serious consideration.” 

Colonel Lonsdale Hale, in a letter to 
me on this sulyject, says— 

“These ‘blue-water maniacs’ seem so 
terribly cocksure of what would be the result of 
one great naval battle.” 

He heartily endorses paragraph 7 of 
the Report of the Norfolk Commission, 
and adds— 

“Even naval enthusiasts do not assert 
that the victors will have much more kick in 
them left than the vanquished. Some Power 
will quietly look on while the combatants 
smash each other, and that Power will be the 
one untouched. As to guarding against raids 
we seem to be judicially blind.” 

I have nothing more to say vpon the 
question of serious invasion. I have not 
given my own opinion, Lut 1 have quoted 
authority which I think your Lordsbips 
must accept as such. The view I have 
quoted was the one held by the Duke of 
Wellington. It has the authority of 
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Cromwell, who said Lord Palmerston was 
one of the wisest Prime Ministers who 
ever ruled this country, and what was his 
view of the blue-water school? He said 
“that a man must be mad who trusted 
to the Navy alone.” 


I pass from the question of serious 
invasion to that of raids. Now, all these 
blue-water men tell you that they cannot 
guarantee you agairst a raid, and raids 
are looked upon as rather pleasant 
interruptions to a monotonous country 
life on the coast. The Romans, however, 
took a different view when in occupation 
of England, for they built the great 
Roman wall seventy-four miles across 
the north of England, to protect raiding 
from the northern scourge, and, later on, 
when raiding was rife on the Scottish 
border, on both sides of the Tweed, 
there was an organisation by the 
appointment of Lords of the Marches 
to prevent it. But raids must b> 
1egarded from two points of view. Yov 
must look vpon them as they affect the 
locality, and also as they affect the share 
market. Let vs take locality first. In 
non-blue-water days, when there used to 
be raids, they were not looked upon as 
desirable things locally, and I very merch 
doubt, the blue-water school notwith- 
standing, whether a rai would be 
regarded with pleasure by any of tne 
towns on our east coast. I think they 
would all of them be asking for that 
protection from the Navy which, in one of 
the quotations I gave to the House, it was 
said would be the result of trusting to 
the Navy alone for home defence. As to 
individual properties, do you think the 
owners would like to have 10,000 men 
landed near their doors, and their castles 
or houses occupied ? I rather think they 
would not. 

There are two raidable’places to which 
I would refer, One is Whittinghame, 
the home of the Prime Minister. 
Some of your Lordships may have read 
that not only was the Thames raided by 
Paul Jones, but that there was also an 
attempt to raid the Scottish coast at 
Dunbar But happily for Dunbar, and 
for the Whittinghame of the day, which 
is within easy reach of Dunbar, this at- 
tempt of Paul Jones was defeated. But 
how was it defeated ? Not only by an 
adverse wind, but mainly by the prayers 
of a Kirkcaldy minister. I do not know 
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whether the prayers of a Whittinghame 
minister would be as powerful if another 
raid was attempted in that part of the 


Home 


country, but Whittinghame is not more | 


than eight or ten miles from Dunbar and 
is an easily raidable place. The other 
most raidable point in Great Britain is 
Sandringham. [| do not, however, wish 
to dwell upon this question of a raid 
from the personal point of view, but 
from the national point of view. The 
question ofthe City isan all-important one. 
Last year when this question was up I 
asked a Member of this House what the 
effect would have been in the City if it was 
known that 10,000 hostile troops had 
been landed anywhere on our shores, 
and my friend disliked the question so 
much that he bolted, shouting, “I don’t 
know.” TI holloaed after him, and said 
“ But Ido.” I asked another City man 
the same question, and his reply was, 
not that he did not know, but that he 
knew too well. He said every man who 
had anything to sell would sell it for 
what he could get, and Consols would be 
down to 30. 

We have the very definite opinion on 
this subject of that great financier, 
Lord Overstone. In 1860 there was a 
Committee appointed by Mr. Sidney 
Herbert, then Secretary of State for 
War, to consider the defences of the 
United Kingdom. That was forty-five 
years ago, and we are just as badly off 
as we were then, and perhaps more so. 
This Committee turned their attention. 
in the first instance, to the Channel, and 
then said— 

“This is the first and most obvious line of 
defence ; but it is one that could not, in our 
opinion, be entirely relied upon at the present 
day, even if England had no greater ex- 
ternal interests to protect than the countries 
which may be opposed to her.” 

The Committee asked Lord Over- 
stone his opinion as to the effect on com- 
mercial and monetary affairs that would 
follow the landing of an invading army, 
and his answer was— 

‘““We may be well assured that the general 
confusion and ruin which the presence of a 
hostile army on British soil must produce will 
be such that it would be absolute madness 
on the part of the Government and people of 
this country were they to omit any possible 
measure of precaution, or to shrink from any 
present sacrifice by which the occurrence 


of such a catastrophe’ may be rendered im- 
possible.” 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


(LORDS } 
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{ Further on he said, when asked as to 
| the probable effect of the invasion of 
| London— ; 

“T cannot contemplate the consequences of 
such a supposition. My only answer is—It 
must never be.” 

It is in that belief, my Lords, and in 
the spirit of that answer, that I venture 
to propose the Resolution which stands 
in my name. Your Lordships will have 
observed that I have not given my own 
opinion. The Resolution practically 
embodies all I have said in the present 
stage on the question. It does not say 
what you are to do. My noble friend 
the Under-Secretary of State for War 
smiles, because he does not in the least 
know what he is going to do. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY orSTATE 


For WAR (The Earl of Donovcn- 
MORE): I know what the noble Earl 
wants. 

*THE Eart or WEMYSS: The Gov- 


ernment does nothing except undo what 
is the safe foundation of our military 


system in regard to the Militia. You 
are undoing, you are not doing. There 


dealing with this 
by taking it out of 


is only one way of 
question, and that is 
the domain of Party. Surely if foreign 
affairs are, as a rule, taken out of the 
domain of Party this question of national 
defence should be similarly treated. 
What ought to be done is this. The 
heads of one side should communicate 
with the heads of the other and say: 
“Let us consider what is necessary, no 
matter what it may be, to render the 
nation absolutely safe.” It should 
be made so safe as regards our land 
defences that our fleets may go any- 
where the world over, protecting our 
commerce, destroving the commerce of 
the enemy, and blockading him and 
pursuing him everywhere. At home our 
means of immediate defence should be so 
perfect that no nation, be they ever so 
strong, would dream of coming here any 
more than a sane man would think of 
putting his head into a roaring furnace. 
That is what is wanted and what ought 
to be done. Whether it will be done or 
not I know not. At any rate, this 
Resolution of mine, though it does not 
tell you what to do, is a step in the right 
direction ; and it is in that spirit, and 
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with the hope and belief that it may help { vast commercial interests of our widely 
to bring about a better state of things, | scattered Empire, upon which the very 
and that something may be done, that |existence of the United Kingdom de- 
| beg to move the Resolution which | pends. 


stands in my name. 


Moved to resolve, ‘‘ That, in 
opinion of this House, it would be a danger 
to the Realm, and limit the power of the 
Navy as an offensive force in war, to 


| 
| 
| 


the | 


trust to it alone for home defence, and, | 


inasmuch as it is admitted that the Navy | 


cannot guarantee us against so-called 
hostile ‘raids,’ it is the more needful 
that our land defences should at all times 
be such that no nation would 
attempt, in any form, a hostile landing 
on our snores.”—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


*EarRL ROBERTS: My Lords, I do not 
propose to discuss directly the question 


I much doubt whether the public 
generally have ever considered the subject 
in this light, or have ever realised what 
the armed forces of this country will 
really have to do should war break out ; 
and, therefore, they have never thought 
it incumbent upon them to satisfy them- 
selves that these forces are in all respects 
capable of successfully carrying out any 


| duties they may becalled upon to perform. 


ever | 


'is now known as the King’s 


brought forward by the noble Earl, but | 
rather to show that, whether invasions | 


of, or raids on, this country are possible | 


or not, it is essential that we should 


possess armed forces, fit in all respects | 


not only to protect our own country, but 
our large possessions abroad. 
the last few sessions the subjects of 


Army reform and Army administration | 


have received a good deal of attention in 
your Lordships’ House, in the House of 
Commons, and in the public Press. 
so far as | can remember, no allusion has 
been made, except py the Prime Minister 
in his speech of May 11th last, to the 


scope of the demands which the armed | 


During | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


But, | 


forces of this country must be prepared | 


to meet, and how they can best be 
organised so as to ensure success when 
called upon to respond to those demands, 

We may reform the Army to the end 
of time, and the system of Army ad- 
ministration may be changed as often 
as the Government of the day may see 
tit to change it, and yet we may be no 
nearer than we are at present to the 
solution of our difficulties as regards 
having the kind of Army we require for 
our peculiar needs and responsibilities. 
That solution must depend upon a correct, 
authoritative, and generally - accepted 
definition of onr military requirements ooth 
at home and abroad. For, after all, is 
not that the initial problem which we 
have to solve? We must take into con- 
sideration, not only the protection of 
these islands, but the protection of the 





Five years ago the great fact that 
the life and prosperity of these islands 
are bound up in the existence of what 
* dominions 
beyond the seas” was forcibly brought 
home to the British public. For the 
moment they realised this fact. and, 
unprepared as they were for any such 
service, they sprang patriotically to the 
call made upon them. But five years 
have passed since then, and other sub- 
jects have engaged the attention of the 
nation ; the lessons of South Africa have 
been forgotten, and I have no hesitation 
in stating that our armed forces, as a body, 
are as absolutely unfitted and unprepared 
for war as they were in 1899-1900. The 
public still appear to restrict their ideas 
of precaution to the defence of the shores 
of this country. They lose sight of the 
fact that His Majesty’s dominions are 
no longer a kingdom but an Empire, 
the greatest Empire the world has ever 
seen, and that if we intend to maintain 
the integrity of this great Empire, which 
means the prosperity of Great Britain, 
we must accept the burden which the 
responsibilities of such a charge entails. 
So far as I can judge these are matters 
in which the pubile think they have no 
concern. They are much trovbled with 
the smaller details of home defence, 
forgetful of the larger issues which mean 
so much to them, and which may, and 
probably will, require our being prepared 
as a Continental nation not only to 
defend ovr possessions in the East, but 
to take an important part in affairs 
nearer home, either or both of which 
would necessitate our being able to place 
in the field an Army as large and as 
efficient as any that might be brought 
against us. 
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Tf my appreciation of the state of 
affairs is correct, of what avail is a dis- 
cussion within the narrow limits of the 
Motion brought forward by the noble 
Earl ? 
to deal is one cf infinitely greater im- 
portance; it may, indeed, be one of life 
or death to this country, and it cannot, 
therefore, be left to be settled by some 
impromptu action when the time of 
trouble arises. We must calmly con- 
sider the dangers with which we may be 
confronted, and we must do all in our 
power by timely preparations to ensure 
our being able to cope successfully with 
those dangers whenever or wherever they 
may occur. The mere fact of our doing 
this would surely put a stop to the annual 
discussions on the Army Estimates being 
conducted in what I may be permitted 
to describe as a somewhat parochial 
spirit, and would enable us to arrive at 
some definite decision as to the strength 
of the Regular Army both for peace and 
war, also—a matter of supreme impor- 
tance—as to the part to be taken by the 
Auxiliary Forces, not only in the defence 
of these islands, but in the defence of the 
Empire. ‘This would, moreover, have 
the inestimable benefit of giving a cer- 
tainty to Army life, and would obviate 
that feeling of restlessness which now 
permeates all ranks, and which is so 
detrimental to efficiency and to the best 
interests of the service. 


What we have to aim fat is to 
get the people of this, country to 


identify themselves with the Army, 
and to take an _ intelligent interest 
in what the Army may have to do. The 


peoples of other countries are identified 
with their armies from the fact that every 
man has borne his share of military duty, 
and for the best vears of his life is liable 
to be recalled to the colours. With us, 


I grieve to say, it is very different ; the | 


Army is looked upon as something quite 
outside the national life. No thought is 
bestowed by the civil population on the 
means available for the training of the 
troops ; uot only so, but the law is often 
invoked to protect the rights of indi- 
viduals against the requirements of 
military training. 

?y Modern war is not now a matter of brute 
force, aS was more or less the case in 
former days. 


Earl Roberts. 


{LORDS} 
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The question with which we have | 
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need to be most carefully trained. The 
officers must be given every opportunity 
of educating themselves to accept 
responsibility, and to carry out intelli- 
gently the arduous duties, either as staff 
officers or commanders, upon which 
success in the field mainly depends. The 
men must be given the means to practise 
shooting, so as to be able to use their rifles 
with skill and confidence when required 
todoso. But, I would ask you, how is it 
possible for these essentials to be obtained 
when manceuvring areas are so seldom 
available, and when year after year funds 
necessary for manoeuvres are cavilled at, 
and either considerably reduced or denied 
altogether ; when even ordinary training 
grounds are only obtained with the 


greatest difficulty, where ranges are few 


and far between, and where people object 
to the presence of troops in their 
immediate neighbourhood—one class 
because the noise of firing may disturb 
their game, another class because of an 
unreasonable fear that soldiers may 
create disturbance—a fear entirely due 
to their ignorance of military life, and 
which has been entirely dispelled, [ 
rejoice to think, in those places which 
have had soldiers amongst them during 
manoeuvres ¢ 


I am not exaggerating. These very 
excuses have been made to me personally 
as reasons why manoeuvres should not be 
held, or gun and rifle ranges established, 
in this or that particular locality. And 
yet it is this Army, reduced to a minimum 
in numbers, trained in a most inadequate 
manner, with far too little musketry 
practice, and without the Auxiliary 
Forces so organised as to form a sufficient 
and efficient Reserve—a Reserve which 
‘an never be provided by the Regular 
troops, by reason of the conditions of our 
service—it is this Army, I say, which the 
nation expects to perform the most trying 
and difficult service in foreign countries 
without ever a mistake, and which is 
condemned when a disaster occurs con- 
sequent on its want of training. It is 
this Army which is expected to uphold 
the honour of the country against what- 
ever odds may be opposed to it. 


When war breaks out there is a sudden 


change of feeling towards the soldier ; too 


Both officers and men now | 


much cannot then be done for him, money 
is freely spent in providing him with 
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comforts, on the sick and wounded, and 
in looking after the women and children ; 
and I am sure that every soldier was 
most grateful for all that was done in this 
way during the war in South Africa, But, 
my Lords, should patriotism end here ? 
This evanescent enthusiasm does not 
entail any self-sacrifice, and it passes off 
as soon as war is over, and the danger 
has disappeared. When we 
the grievous disadvantages under which 
our officers and men labour I think it 
is nothing short of marvellous that 
His Majestv’s troops should so often 
and so successfully have performed the 
severe and onerous duties which have 


consider | 
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from time to time been required of them | 


in various parts of the world. 


But surely such a haphazard state of 
affiirs should no longer be allow: d to 


continue. Will our fellow-countrymen 
never realise the very grave risks we 
run—courting disaster, in fact—in at- | 


tempting to maintain our position in the 
world under such eminently inadequate 
conditions as now exist, and when all the 
nations in Europe are so many nations in 
arms { 
our own interests and keep our Empire 


to the occasion by either personally 
bearing their share in the defence of the 
Empire or by enabling those to whom 
they delegate this responsible duty to 
become in all respects efficient for the 
work ¢ 

] offer these remarks because I feel that 
I should be signally failing in my duty 
to the nation were I to keep silent on a 
subject which is of such supreme import- 
ance to its future prosperity—indeed, 
I may say, to its existence as a first-class 
Power. [have long wished for an oppor- 
tunity of telling my fellow-countrymen 
what I believed to be the true state of 
our armed forces, and what I believed 
to be in store for them unless they bestir 
themselves to remedy our great short- 
comings. I have no intention of blaming 
the present Government, or any former 
Government, for having failed fully to 
realise the military requirements of the 
British Empire. For is not every Gov- 
ernment inspired and actuated by the 
national sentiment ? And if that senti- 
ment 1s apathetic or merely critical, how 
can we expect a Government to take any 


| Army should be. 


How can we expect to protect | 
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decided action towards national 


provements ? 


It is to the people of the country I 
appeal to take up the question of the 
Army in a sensible, practical manner. 
For the sake of all they hold dear, let 
them bring home to themselves what 
would be the position of Great Britain 
if it were to lose its wealth, its power, 
its position. I would ask them not to 
allow the Army to be the shuttlecock of 
Party politics, or its organisation to be 
dependent on fanciful theories. The 
people of this country should return no 
Members to Parliament upon whom they 
cannot depend to make a study of the 
services the armed forces may have to 
perform, and to consider in a broad and 
liberal spirit under what system of or- 
ganisation those duties can most effectu- 
ally be carried out. 


We do not require a large standing 
Army. It is comparatively easy to come 
to a satisfactory conclusion as to what 
the constitution and strength of that 
It must continue to 
be constituted on the voluntary system, 
because one-half is always abroad while 


: ae the other half is preparing to go abroad 
intact unless the whole nation will rise | ee ee ‘ 
'and there are certain fixed quantities by 


which its strength must be guided—as, 


| for instance, the number of men required 


to garrison India, South Africa, Malta, 
Gibraltar, etc., and, in addition, the 
number of men required annually as drafts 


'to keep the several units abroad up to 


'the established strength. 


Behind this 


| standing Army there must be a Reserve 





large enough to mobilise all the Regular 
troops, and to expand the Army to and 
maintain it at such a size as circum- 
stances may require. It is this Reserve 
to which attention must be chiefly paid. 
The Regular troops, as I have already ex- 
plained, can only provide a very limited 
portion of the Reserve, the main body 
of which must be formed by the Auxiliary 
Forces and by the manhood of the country 
generally. It is for the people of this 
country to decide how this Reserve is 
to be brought about, whether by con- 
scription or by some practical system cf 
universal training. For in no other way 
is it possible for Great Britain to possess 
an Army so organised and trained in 
peace time as to be equal to the probable 
demands of the Empire in war. 
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*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH: My Lords, | steamers are under somewhat different 


though 1 partly belong to the blue- 
water school myself, I think that it 
is best to have two strings to one’s 
bow. The blue-water school would, I 
think, be more suitably named if it was 
called the “single- string school.” At 
present, however, when compared with 
other nations, that “single string” is a 
very strong one, and if it is not cut by 
surprise it may be found sufficient to 
protect us, provided we keep up a 
moderately strong Army. As for the 
dinghy school, those who believe that 
no body of troops, however small, can 
ever ve landed in this country, I sincerely 
hope that posterity will never have a 
chance of comparing it with the “ gaiter- 
button school” which brought so many 


disasters upon France in 1870. A single 
ship can land 5,000 men. 
It has recently been stated that 


France is not likely to have in her har- 
bours at any one time more than a 
100,000 tons of shipping, and that this 
amount is insufficient to carry 70,00C 
men; that the French estimate for that 
number is 210,000 tons; and that our 
Admiralty estimate is 250,000 tons. 
When the Prime Minister said this, I 
think that he must have misunderstood 
his advisers, and mixed up the quantity 
of tonnage necessary for a voyage of 
twenty days to the Cape with that 
required for a passage of about twenty 
hours in the Channel or North Sea. 
On referring toithe Board of Trade 
“Instructions as to the survey of 
passenger accommodation,” I find that 
what is termed the home trade 
includes the United Kingdom and all 
that part of Europe which lies between 
the River Elbe and Brest. It therefore 
includes all the lines of steamers running 
from England to Hamburg, Rotterdam, 
Flushing, Antwerp, Ostend, Calais, 
Boulogne, Dieppe, Havre, St. Malo, and 
Cherbourg, lines with many of which 
your Lordships must be acquainted. 
In the home trade, a deck space 
of nine square feet and one ton of 
gross tonnage is allowed for each pas- 
senger. So that, according to our own 
Board of Trade rules, 70,000 tons would 
be allowed to carry 70,000 passengers 
to or from the Continent if the deck 
sprce was sufficient. Our excursion 
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Each passenger must have nine 
square feet of deck space, but there is no 
tonnage limit whatever. These vessels 
run all over the Channel. Folkestone 
boats may go as far as Newhaven, and 
vice-versa. Dover boats may ¢o0 to 
Newhaven or Sheerness. They ust, 
however, be “of such substantial! char- 
acter as to be capable of standing bad 
weather if caught in it.” 


I am presuming that an enemy would 
bring infantry, dismounted cavalry, and 
artillery without horses, but that he would 
carry a few horses for officers. There 
are plenty of horses in England. In 
considering the question of 
the enemy’s guns and ammunition need 
scarcely be taken into account, as their 
weight would form useful ballast for the 
troopships. The weight of one of our 
thirteen-pounder six gun batteries of 
Horse Artillery with 176 rounds per gun 
may be taken at about thirty tons. A 
soldier carrying three days’ provisions, 
knapsack, rifle, great coat. and water 
bottle, would individually take up much 
less space than a passenger with the 
average amount of hand luggage allowed 
under the one-ton rule, but he would 
require somewhat more than the 
ordinary excursionist, to whom the one- 
ton rule does not apply. Still, as the 
troops would be under discipline, they 
would pack much closer than excur- 
sionists, and would not endanger the 
ship by running from one side of the 
ship to the other like a Bank-holiday 
crowd. For a raid, or a surprise in 
vasion, I do not think that an enemy 
would ever allow more than one gross 
ton per man, as an average. Ships are, 
however, built in very different shapes, 
and some can carry much more than 
others in proportion to their gross 
tonnage. 


tonnage, 


lt has also been laid down that the 
enemy’s fleet ot transports would either 
come from Cherbourg or from Brest. 
Now, if it is presumed that an enemy 
would make every conceivable mistake 
it is easy enough to beat him on paper. 
France has ten harbours on her north 
coast. On her west coast there aie at 
least five. At all these ports troops 
could be embarked. It would be a 


very difficult thing to assemble 70,000 
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men at any one harbour such as Cher- 
bourg or Brest without attracting notice. 
Besides, the overcrowding would cause 
confusion, whereas if from five to ten 
thousand men were to be embarked 
at each of the different harbours that I 
have referred to, it could be done with 
much less trouble, and there would be 
no need for any large assemblage either 
of ships or men at any one place. If 
a powerful enemy were to invade France, 
and we decided to send every available 
man to her assistance with the least 
possible delay, we should embark our 
soldiers simultaneously on the banks 
of the Tyne, the Humber, and the Thames, 
besides making use of seven or more har- 
bours in the Channel ; we should not think 
of restricting ourselves to the use of one 
harbour only. 


Germany possesses at least nine har- 
bours on the coast of the North Sea 
at which she could embark troops, to say 
nothing of those she holds in the Baltic. 
Her gross available steam tonnage is 
more than double that of France. If 
only modern steel ships are considered 
it is treble that of France. No less than 
1,260,000 tons of her commerce are in 
the hands of two companies only, a 
circumstance which would greatly facili- 
tate concentration of steam tonnage 
at any prearranged time or place. If 
a country that disposed of an armed 
force of 3,000,000 men were to attempt 
to invade us with 70,000 men and we 
drowned every man of them, its loss 
would be less than 24 per cent. of the 
total force at its disposal. Some wives 
an mothers might weep, but the strength 
of our adversary would remain practically 
unimpaired. 


Many theories that I consider to be 
quite untenable have also been deduced 
from our last year’s raid at Clacton-on- 
sea. I therefore thought it worth while 
to spend a week-end there, and to take 
a large scale Admiralty chart with me. 
Among other things it is assumed that an 
enemy's force’ would take as long to 
disembark as ours did, but it would 
be unwise to suppose that an enemy’s 
troops would, like ours, have had no 
previous training in landing on a beach. 
Besides, our expedition might have been 
better equipped with more modern 
Arnold - Forster has 


appliances. — Mr. 
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of transports waiting all night at anchor, 
exposed to an attack from torpedo-boats. 
But the War Office had issued instructions 
declaring that the command of the sea 
was to be considered as definitely and 
completely secured and that no naval 
opposition of any kind was to be expected. 
Had it been otherwise, had it been a real 
war, and not a make-believe manceuvre, 
very different tactics would probably 
have been adopted. 


My solution of the problem may not 
be the best, but I would suggest that the 
transports might, during daviight, one 
hour after high water, have been rup 
on shore after letting go stern anchors, 
not only at Clacton, but at Little Hol- 
land, where they would have been closer 
to the shore. Being nearer to the beach 
the troops would have been landed in 
less time. Then, though torpedo-boats 
might have damaged some of the vessels 
they could not have sunk a single ship 
nor have drowned a single soldier. Being 
unsupported by battleships, the torpedo 
squadron would probably have lost 
half its numbers in breaking through the 
screen of protecting cruisers, and halt 
the remainder in trying to return to a 
place of safetv. Some of the invaders’ 
guns would, as soon as landed. have been 
placed in positions which would have 
enabled them to assist in the protection 
of the transports. In peace manhceuvres 
the value of the lost or damaged vessels 
would, of course, have to be considered, 
and expense is one of the reasons that 
make manoeuvres so unreal. We are, 
I believe, right to continue them, but 
one hour of Russo-Japanese experience 
is worth a month of manceuvres. 


Under our present arrangements our 
Home and Channel Fleets should never 
be sent to a distance from our coasts for 
fear of a naval surprise. If we were at 
war with any one Power, a large naval 
force would have to be kept in home 
waters for the purpose of watching 
neutrals. Until the principle of uni- 
versal home service in some form or 
another is adopted, I shall always have 
the greatest svmpathy with all Secre- 
taries and Under-Secretaries of State 
for War, whoever they may be, and what- 
ever Parties they may belong to. They 
may organise and reorganise, change the 
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names of everything twice a year, but 
whatever money they may spend, and 
however able and industrious they may 
be, they cannot under our present laws 
give us an Army capable of defending 
our unique position on the surface of 
this globe. The conditions of the problem 
are perpetually changing, but if we 
look the dangers of raids or invasions 
straight in the face, never allow ourselves 
to minimise them, or to deceive ourselves 
about our real position, we shall be able 
to ward them oft. If, however, we declare 
them to be visionary and impossible, 
we shall run a great risk of being ex- 
posed to the disagreeable reality. 


*THeE Earn or DONOUGHMORE : 
My Lords. we entirely agree with the 
noble and gallant Field - Marshal who 


spoke second as to the necessity of | 


taking a broad view at all times of our) yfotion T have not said ali Ghat ix to be 


military requirements, and I am_ sure 
the noble and gallant Earl will have 
noticed that the speech of the Prime 
Minister, which is so much under dis- 
cussion this evening, was essentially 
one possessing the attributes which he 
considered so necessary. It was cer- 
tainly not a parochial speech, to use the 
noble and gallant Earl’s own phrase ; 
it was a speech dealing not only with 
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this country, but with the needs of India | 


and the Colonies; and I am perfectly 
certain that the noble and gallant Earl 
in his efforts to interest the public in the 
Army will find allies on both sides of the 
House. 


I turn to the Motion which has been 
moved by the noble Earl at the Table, 
and it may, perhaps, be convenient if I 
state at once what are the intentions of 
His Majesty’s Government with regard 
to it. The Motion contains two very 
tangible statements, and I for one would 
certainly not quarrel with either of them. 
The Motion first of all states that it 
would be unwise to trust to the Navy 
alone for home defence. I think that is a 


statement that everyone will agree 
with. I am not aware, indeed, of 
anyone having expressed a contrary 


view. At the same time the noble Earl, 


I am sure, will admit that there is a 
danger in certain quarters of a state- 
ment such as this being misunderstood. 
There is the danger of considering the 


Lord El/enborough. 
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Navy as a unit, whereas it is nothing 
of the kind. It is a collection of differ. 
ent units, some of which can very rightly 
be looked to to take their share in home 
defence. I merely mention this, because 
I think it is a fact which is too often for- 
gotten in dealing with the important 
question to which the noble Ear! has 
turned his attention this evening. The 
Motion goes on to state that it is need- 
ful that our land defences should at all 
times be such that no nation would ever 
attempt in any form a hostile landing on 
our shores. My Lords, I think that, 
like the first, is a self-evident truth; and, 
as the Motion contains two statements 
which are practically axioms, I need not 
say that it is not the intention of His 
Majesty’s Government to ask your Lord- 
ships to vote against it. 


But when I have said this about the 


said upon the debate that we have had 
upon it. The Motion only touches the 
fringe of the subject. I regret that, 
but, of course, I do not question the right 
of the noble Earl to move the Motion in 
any form he pleases. I pass on to re- 
fer, very briefly, to some of the points 
made by the noble Earl in the course of 
his speech, points which were not so 
much aimed at commending his Motion 
to your Lordships as aimed at the Prime 
Minister’s speech of May 11th. The noble 
Karl first of all expressed surprise that a 
speech which he considers incautious: 
should have come from a Scotsman. As 
a humble Member of your Lordships’ 
House who is not a Scotsman, but who 
has the greatest respect for the Scottish 
nation, I might perhaps be allowed to 
say that the fact that the speech was 
made by a Scotsman is almost sufficient 
proof that it was not incautious. But, 
passing from that point, I would re- 
mind your Lordships what this speech 
was. The speech consisted of an ex- 
position of the reasoned conclusions of the 
Defence Committee after, I think, rather 
more than a year’s work. 


But what were the authorities which 
the. noble Earl brought against these 
conclusions of the Defence Committee ! 
First of all, he quoted a recent German 
novel. I am not appalled by that. 
Personally I have no time to read novels, 


but I did skim through a translation of 
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the book to which the nol.!e Earl referred, 
and I am bound to say that my belief 
in the conclusions of the Defence Com- 
nittee—that is to say, 11 the combined 
conclusions of the political, naval, and 
military experience of the Empire— 
has not been shaken by what is, after all, 
only a “shilling shocker,” although it 
ma\ be clothed in the dece:.cy of a foreign 
language. Then the noble Earl went 
on to quote evidence given before the Nor- 
folk Commission. Royal Commissions 
are so thoroughgoing in their investiga- 
tions that you can nearly always be 
sure, in going through the evidence of a 
Royal Commission, of finding portions to 
prove almost any view in connection with 
the subject with which you are concerned. 

The noble Earl should remember 
that all that evidence was available to 
the Defence Committee when they came 
to their decision. The Report and 
evidence of the Royal Commission have 
been in print since last July, and there 
was obviously plenty of time for the 
Defence Committee and the Government 
—for the Defence Committee has no 
authority save as an advisory body to the 
Government—to weigh all the evidence 
in coming to the decision at which they 
arrived, 


Then the noble Earl went on to quote 


other authorities. He quoted Lord 
Wolseley. I am going to say nothing 


whatever depreciatory of Lord Wolseley, 
but as a humble student in the realms 
of history 1 cannot help thinking that 
Lord Wolseley in his letter was quoting 
a very bad witness when he cited Lord 
Nelson as being opposed to the idea that 
the Navy could guarantee us against 
foreign invasion. My humble opinion 
always has been that Lord Nelson very 
strongly believed in the efficiency of the 
Fleet to protect us from foreign invasion, 
and I see this fact was mentioned by the 
Prime Minister in his speech. The noble 
Earl then went on to quote the letter 
which he so kindly printed and sent 
round to your Lordships—the letter 
written by the Duke of Wellington. He 
also quoted the opinion of Oliver Crom- 
well and Lord Palmerston. I would 
only urge one thing against the very 
interesting pamphlet which the noble Lord 
sent round, and that is that the letter of 
the Duke of Wellington cannot by any 
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‘stretch of imagination be claimed as 
applying to the problem as it now exists. 


The proof of that is in the letter 
itself, for what does the writer say ? 
In the first paragraph the Duke of 
Wellington speaks of having received 
a note from Sir John Burgoyne dis- 
cussing the state of affairs under “ our 
present system of military preparation.” 
That, my Lords, was sixty years ago. 
Later on there are other sentences in 
the letter which show that the Duke of 
Wellington was thinking of the forces 
at that time. The letter was not meant 
to be a general treatise on the question 
of home defence, and I do maintain 
that the decision arrived at by the 
Defence Committee after consultation 
with the military and naval authorities 
must necessarily be vastly more valuable 
than an opinion expressed in a private 
letter sixty years ago, the writer of which 
obviously could not know the peculiar 
circumstances underlying the problem 
at the present day. 


I would only say one or two words 
with reference to the subject of steam. 
The noble Earl adopts the view of the 
Duke of Wellington, arrived at when 
steam was in its infancy and when its 
real powers were not fairly understood, 
that steam is all in favour of attack, 
and he neglects altogether the improve- 
ments that steam has made possible 
in the organisation of the defence, I 
would remind your Lordships that steam 
leads to concentration, that concentra- 
tion is vastly helped by wireless tele- 
graphy, and that it is to concentration 
that we must look as our great help 
in the defence of these islands. The 
noble Earl concluded his speech by an 
eloquent appeal to your Lordships to 
treat this matter in a non-Party manner, 
I am confident that that is an appeal 
which will be fully acceded to by your 
Lordsbips; and | am sure the noble 
Earl will have noticed that the spirit 
underlying that appeal was felt by both 
Parties in the debate which took place 
upon the Prime Minister’s speech in 
the other House. I would remind your 
Lordships that the decision of the 
Defence Committee is not a hurried 
decision ; it is a reasoned decision come 
to after months of labour ; it is a practical 
decision founded on facts as they exist 
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at the present time; and it is one which, 
I think, should not be lightly rejected 
on the opinion of former authorities, 
however eminent, who at any rate cannot 
be claimed as having been cognisant 
of present day facts. 


Viscount GOSCHEN: My Lords, 
I asked myself, on reading the speech 
of the Prime Minister, what his object 
was in making it, what impression he 
intended to convey, and whether it had 
been conveyed. The Prime Minister 
stated that he hoped that it would be 
possible by the decision of the Defence 
Committee to put an end to the wrangling 
which had existed between different 
schools and between the military and 


naval departments, That was a san- 
guine hope. I doubt whether these 


wrangles will come to a_ conclusion. 
notwithstanding the view taken by the 
Defence Committee. The Prime Minister 
put his examination of the case—a 
most careful! and brilliant examination— 
before the House of Commons in con- 
siderable detail. He dealt with it as 
a concrete case, Concrete problems have 
been put before the authorities of the 
War Office and the Admiralty before, 
and the public ought not to be allowed 
to think that these problems have not 
beer attacked in the same spirit by 
previous Administrations, 

The merit of the Defence Committee 
has been to bring the matter to a crisis ; 
but the examination took place in 
precisely the same form in the beginning 
of 189], and a Report was made in 1894. 
It is an interesting piece of history that 
the War Office approached the Admiralty 
and put the hypothesis of the bulk of 
the Fleet being away, and asked what, 
given certain circumstances, would 
happen in that case. The reply was 
that the was so inconceivable, 
so preposterous. that it would be a waste 
of time to assume that the Navy would 
be away. However, the War Office 
insisted ; and in the end two distinguished 
naval officers, two distinguished military 
officers joining them, examined into 
the problem in exactly the same way 
as it was put to the Defence Committee 
by the Prime Minister, with the one 
distinction that they assumed a landing 
of 100,000 men, whereas the Prime 
Minister assumed 70,000 men, They 


idea 


The Earl of Donow,hmore. 
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made exact calculations as to the tonnage 
required to carry the invading troops, 
what ships the foreigners possessed, 
what provisions they would require, 
how many water-tanks would be 
necessary, and how many _ hours of 
davlight would be required to disembark 
the troops They studied the history 
of previous invasions and omitted nothing 
that bore on the question under examina- 
tion. 


The nava! and military officers made 
separate memoranda. which were read 
by Ministers with the same interest 
and anxiety with which your Lordships 
must have read the speech of the Prime 
Minister. Ought they to have been 
published ? The documents seemed to 
me to be conclusive against the possibility 
of invasion. The language used was 
very strong. and was to the effect that 
the possibility was beyond the necessity 
of being taken into serious consideration. 
The question whether these documents 
framed so many years ago ought to 
have been published involved the con- 
sideration of the calculations I have 
referred to. Would it have been wise 
to publish these calculations, to put 
out all these details for foreigners to 
criticise? I think it would be awkward 
if they were put before French and 
German candidates for promotion, with 
directions to find flaws in them. I 
expect that there may be flaws which 
would suggest themselves to the eyes 
of foreigners. There is this flaw, of 
course, that the hypothesis is based 
simply on the attack of one Power, 
whereas all our naval strategy has 
been based on the possibility of two 
Powers being associated. If part of 
the plans are published where is it to 
stop! The nation will ask awk- 
ward questions. Are those questions 
to be answered ¢ Thev may say, “ We 
are satisfied with your conclusions as 
they stand, but supposing there were two 
Powers !”> When I was at the Ad- 
miralty I was sounded as to whether I 
would give a guarantee that the Navy 
would be able to resist every form of 
invasion. I declined altogether to give 
that guarantee, because I felt that there 
was so much of the element of the un- 
foreseen which could not be left out of 
consideration in a matter of this supreme 
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importance. We have seen the unfore- 
seen occur in foreign countries, and, in 
regard to our own South African War, I 
think most military officers would have 
guaranteed that 15,000 British troops 
would have been able to hold Ladysmith, 
because it was assumed that it was im- 
possible to bring the big guns from 
Pretoria, and mount them over Lady- 
smith. In the same way the naval 
authorities did not believe that it was 
possible to use the 4°7 guns on shore 
as they were used. War develops a 
number of possibilities which the most 


acute forecast of military and naval 
can scarcely reach; and, 


experience 
therefore, in a matter of this immense 
importance, while the case may seem 
clear on paper, there are certain conditions 
which must be kept in view at the same 
time. 


What is likely to be the effect on the 
Reserve Forces of the suggestion that in- 
yasion is impossible? Will it not 
lead them to feel that they are, after 
all, only an ornamental force ? It must 
be remembered that it was the idea of 
invasion that created the Volunteer 
force, and it would have a very bad effect 
upon them if they were discouraged in 
any way. Would it not be more difficult, 
ita trying time ever came again, to find 
such a force as was sent to South Africa ? 
Any discouragement of our Reserve Forces 
would, [I believe, affect our resources 
very materially. The value of the 
Volunteer does not only consist in his 
being a good shot and well disciplined. 
It is also admitted that there is great 
advantage in the military knowledge 
which he obtains, and that he could on 
that account be more easily and quickly 
turned into an efficient soldier than the 
rustic or the town clerk who had never 
been in the ranks. The existence of the 
force familiarises the country generally 
with what a soldier ought to be, and 
arouses a certain interest in military 
matters in every part of the country. 


It is quite possible that there are some 
extreme opponents of militarism who 
would regret that; but, looking to the 
duties that are before this Empire, I 
think that a movement which strengthens 
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an interest throughout the country in 
military affairs is greatly to the advantage 
of the country ; and, therefore, I would 
deplore it deeply if the result—it is not 
intended to be so—ot Mr. Balfour’; 
speech should be in any way, not only to 
discourage the Volunteers, but to produce 
an impression in the country that our 
efforts are to be relaxed because our 
splendid Navy has given a guarantee that 
our shores are inviolable. I have aa- 
dressed your Lordships mainly in order 
to deprecate such a result as that from 
the speech of the Prime Minister. A 
speech guaranteeing the country against 
invasion may be a powerful argument 
in the hands of those who wish to reduce 
our military forces, but I do not for a 
moment hold that the present situation 
of Europe and the world is such that we 
can to any extent lessen the efforts we 
are obliged to make. 


May I be allowed to say one word 
with regard to raids. I must say I feel 
inclined to agree with mv noble friend, 
Lord Wemyss, on that point. I think 
sufficient attention was not given to raids 
in the speech of the Prime Minister. 
Raids were scarcely dealt with at all, 
vet they are a most important subject 
for discussion, and I have no doubt the 
Defence Committee has examined that 
question and gone into it. But there, 
again, arises the wisdom of publicity in 
this matter. As they have published 
their views on the subject of invasion, 
the country will say, ““ We want to know 
how we stand against raids?” The big 
towns may “What measures of 
defence can be extended to us?” It is, 
I venture to say, a problem that has to be 
worked out with as much care, and in as 


say, 


much detail, as the other problem with 
which the Committee have dealt so ex- 
haustively. The noble 
this discussion dwelt on the question of 


Harl who raised 


panic. TI associate myself to a very great 
extent with what he said. But I will 
put an argument to which he gave no 
prominence, but which, I think, is a very 
important argument, and that is that any 
idea of the possibility of raids on the 
coast when war breaks out might dis- 
organise the plans of the Government 


‘and the arrangements for sending out 
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a military expedition, because every 
locality would clamour for a certain por- 
tion of the troops to be kept at home. 
Assuming the guarantee of the Govern- 
ment that we are safe, we cannot guard 
against panic, notwithstanding the in- 
vestigations which have been made. 
Having regard to all the circumstances, 
I cannot with equanimity look upon any 
decrease in our military forces. 


But I am open to conviction. Let it 
be examined. Let us know what raid 
is possible. Is a raid of 10,000 men 
possible? Is a raid of 20,000 men 
possible ? On that a great deal depends. 
But, quite irrespective of the actual 
danger, the very belief that raids are 
possible would have a terrible effect on 
the feeling and disposition of the country. 
I do not quite agree with the answer 
given to Lord Wemyss by some one in 
the City, that if 10,000 men were landed 
Consols would fall to 80. I do not 
go to that length. A panic might be 
produced which would disorganise the 
Government in their plans of defence. 
That is a much more probable eventuality. 
There was another part of the defence 
of the country with which, I think, the 
Prime Minister did not deal adequately 
—the question of the Colonies. The de- 
fence of the Colonies is closely wrapped 
up with the defence of these shores, and 
we must deal with the problem as a whole. 
From what I have heard I have doubt 
as to what progress the Government have 
made in their plans for utilising the 
military arrangements of the Australian 
and other Colonies and working them 
into a general result. 


In addition, we see that the situation 
has changed vastly, owing to the altered 
international situation. Colonies which 
were formerly so far removed from 
possible danger that they might, so 
to speak, snap their fingers at the 


wo ld and fail to realise the enormous , 


necessity of remaining firm to the Im- 
perial connection are now in a different 
position. The international situation has 


rendered necessary various changes in 
the disposition of our naval forces. 
I think the concentration of our main 
fleets near home, which has been carried 
out with so much resolution and courage 
by Lord Selborne, was a wise move, and 


Viscount Goschen. 
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I am inclined to pay a high tribute to 
him, because I know how difficult it js 
to move in such matters, looking to the 
traditions of the Navy and naval officers 
on whose advice one must rely. As to 
St. Lucia, Bermuda, Hong-Kong, and 
other colonies I am not so satisfied; 
but I admit the general principle that, if 
your opponent’s forces are either dimin- 
ished or increased, it requires a revision 
of your policy with regard to them. 
It may be necessary, therefore, when 
Powers grow or decav, grow or become 
weakened, to readjust the forces you 
are going to set against them. You 
must distribute your forces differently, 
It is said that there has been a frightful 
waste of money in the expenditure which 
has taken place on certain posts which 
we are now evacuating, or almost evacu- 
ating. If that policy, however, was 
justified in a former international situa- 
tion, it does not follow that those who 
were responsible for that expenditure 
deserve blame. 


I have considered it my duty to make 
this speech. I am sure the object of 
the Prime Minister was patriotic. As 
one who has served at the Admiralty 
and can claim, I think, to have looked 
into these questions with as much 
attention, interest, and anxiety as the 
members of the present Defence Com- 
mittee, it has been my desire to convey 
my impression that whilst the facts in 
the argument of the Prime Minister 
were very powertul, they ought not to 
have too great an effect upon the nation 
in placing a band of complacent security 
upon their eyes. In the speech of 
the Prime Minister we can see that he 
is alive to the necessities with which 
I have dealt; but at the same time the 
speech has produced the impression that 
great changes may now be undertaken 
in our military forces which before 
the production of that remarkable evi- 
dence it would never have been safe to 
undertake. 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, 1 ven- 
ture to think that the importance of 
the Resolution moved by the noble Ear! 
has been somewhat overshadowed by 
the speech of the noble and gallant 
Field Marshal on the Cross Benches. 
_I have listened to a good many military 
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debates in this House, but 1 do not re- 
collect bearing any statement made 


which approached the importance of 
that of the speech delivered by the noble 
and gallant Earl. That speech will, 
I hope, be studied by persons who have 
hitherto paid little or no attention to 
the question of national defence, and I 
trust it will induce them to think on the 
subject. I cannot help wondering whether 
the speech will not make the Prime 
Minister also think on the subject. The 
views of the Prime Minister have no 
doubt given considerable satisfaction 
to many people. They have no doubt 
given satisfaction to the adherents of 
the blue-water school, and to all those 
who consistently refuse to anticipate 
auy danger to this country ; and nothing 
suits a certain class of people better 
than to be told that if we would only 
cousent to spend a certain amount of 
mouey on ironclads everything else may 
be left to take care of itself. 


No country on paper, apparently, 
enjoys such absolute security as this 
country. First of all, we have the 
Secretary of State for War announcing 
that without h's permission a boat’s 
crew cannot land upon these shores ; 
and the Prime Minister improves upon 
that statement and tells the country 
that with our Army absent and with our 
Fleet absent it is equally impossible 
for an expedition to land upon these 
shores. This statement appeared so 
overwhelmingly optimistic that appar- 
eutly it has been found necessary to 
interpret it, and the noble Viscount, 
whose exact position I am not quite 
clear upon, has come forward as the 
interpreter, unofficial or official, of the 
Prime Minister, and has explained, if 
my recollection has not failed me, that 
the Prime Minister's views apply to to- 
day and to to-morrow, but not to the 
day after to-morrow, whereas I confess 
it was my impression that the Defence 
Committee existed for the purpose of 
studying complications in the future. 


If everybody expressed the same 
optimistic views we might be perfectly 
happy, but in addition to Lord Esher, 
whom 1 have quoted, we now have 
the noble and gallant Earl coming 
forward and telling us in so many 
words that the nation which does 
[Fourri SERtEs.] 
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not prepare for war in peace is pre- 
paring disaster for itself; that we 
alone among civilised nations have 
refused to learn the lesson of the war; 
and that the country which enters 
unarmed into a life-and-death struggle 
with an organised and prepared enemy 
is courting its own dest uction. In 
other words, what Lord Roberts says is 
that with our haphazard hand-to-mouth 
voluntary system it will be impossible 
for us to face a conflict with an organised 
enemy whose military power is based 
on the principle accepted by modern 
civilised States. 


The statement of the Prime Minister 
contained two most important pro- 
positions. One of them is that it is im- 
possible to invade these shores. I will 
say nothing upon this point because I 
am not competent to discuss the ques- 
tion, and we know that all the most 
eminent authorities are disagreed upon 
it; but the other most important pro- 
position is this, that the Indian or 
Afghan frontier is the only place in the 
world where we are likely to be called 
upon to conduct serious military opera- 
tions. This is a contention which, I 
venture to think, any person with the 
most elementary knowledge of modern 
history or politics is competent to 
criticise. I should like to ask, who is 
there in this House or outside it, whether 
it be the Prime Minister or an ordinary 
citizen of this country, who can predici 
with any sort of certainty where we 
siiall be called upon to fight on land ? 


Is there anything in the history of the 
last century or the former century which 
justifies this assumption? Can anyone 
predict with certainty even upon which 
Continent we may be called upon to 
fight ? It is quite true that probabilities 
indicate that when we have to embark 
on a contest on land with a great Power 
the country in which we shall have to 
fight will be Afghanistan or the neigh- 
bouring region. But it is surely obvious 
that there are other places on the globe 
where we might conceivably be called 
upon to fight, it not actually for our 
existence, at all events in a more im- 
portant struggle than we have been 
‘involved in for many vears, It might 
be in Asia Minor; it might be in Egypt; 
it might be again in South Africa ; it 
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might be in the New World—which | 
Heaven forbid !—or upon the Continent | 
of Europe, not so far from these shores. 
I venture to think that if anybody ten 
years ago had predicted that we should 
find it necessary to send 400,000 men to 
South Africa he would have been looked 
upon as little better than an imbecile. 
These contingencies may seem impro- 
bable, but, as the late Secretary of State 
for War observed on another occasion, 
we cannot afford to run our Empire on 
an off-chance. Noble Lords sitting on 
both Front Benches know that the only 
real way of efficient preparation for war 
is to adopt the principle of universal 
service, as has been pointed out by Lord 
Roberts and by two Royal Commis- 
sions. 


What was the most important con- 
clusion arrived at by the Elgin Com- 
mission? It was that™ the true lesson 
«{ the war, in their opinion, was that no 
military system wovld be satisfactory 
which did not contain powers of exten- 
sion outside the limits of the Regular 
Forces of the Crown, whatever those limits 
might be; and the Norfolk Commission 
pointed out how that expansion was to 
be obtained. Now, I ask, what has been 
done to obtain this force outside the 
limits of the Regular Forces of the Crown ? 
For five years, if not more, we have been 
talking of reform and efficiency ; Min- 
isters have come and Ministers have 
gone; Commanders-in-Chief have come 
and gone; Army Covncils have come ; 
Defence Committees have sat; Com- 
missions have reported; and what is 
there to show for it? Where are the 
powers of extension to which I have 


alluded and to which Lord Roberts 
alluded; and where is that national 
force which alone will enable us to 


grapple with a great emergency ¢ When 
that great emergency does come again, 
as no doubt it will, Heaven forbid that 
it should find us still discussing such 
questions as the reorganisation of the 
War Office, want of officers in the Militia, 
behaviour of cadets at Sandhurst, waste 
of stores in South Africa, and other 
subjects which have occupied our atten- 
tion during past sessions. J 


Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, there 
is one portion of the question which has | 


Lord Newton. 
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not been touched upon. I understand 
that it is proposed to take the defence 
of our harbours away from those to whom 
it is at present entrusted, and to place it in 
the hands of naval officers. I think that 
would be a very grave error, and I am 
sure the noble and distinguished Field 
Marshal will agree. The Engineers have 
done their work splendidly, and it we 
were so unfortunate as to be engaged 
in a great naval war we should require 
every single naval officer there. J 
wished just to point that out. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LanspowneE): My Lords, in the course of 
the interesting speech delivered by the 
noble Viscount who sits behind me, he 
dealt with much emphasis on the fact 
that the great problem put by the Prime 
Minister before the House of Commons 
in the remarkable speech which we are 
discussing to-night was not raised for the 
first time by Mr. Balfour, but that it was a 


_ problem with which other Ministers had no 


less concerned themselves. My noble 
friend is perfectly right. I, for one, can 
recall interesting discussions when, if not 
exactiy the same problem, at any rate 
problems closely resembling it were raised 
by the Admiralty or by the War Office, as 
the case might be. But I think there is 
this difference between the position 
which resulted from those earlier dis- 
cussions and the position which has now 
developed itself, that owing to the 
manner in which the reconstituted De- 
fence Committee has been able to deal 
with these problems the Government 
of the day is able, with the full weight of 
the authority of its military and naval 
advisers, to state to the public plainly and 
definitely what conclusions have been 
arrived at after a full interchange of 
views between the Departments con- 
cerned. My noble friend suggested, 
although I do not know that he pressed 
his suggestion very hard, that it was 
questionable whether conclusions of this 
kind should have been laid before the 
public at all. I fully appreciate the 
nature of the misgivings of my noble 
friend. _On the other hand, it does seem 
to me that>in these days, when these 
questions of Imperial defence are so 
fully discussed and possess such an over- 
whelming interest to the people of this 
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country, it is impossible to keep back 
from them conclusions such as_ those 
which the Defence Committee and His 
Majesty’s Government have arrived at in 
this case. We are constantly pressed to 
tell the people of this country what our 
Army is intended to do, what our Navy 
is for; and unless we are able to answer 
those questions, and answer them cate- 
gorically, I fear we shall find it difficult 
to justify the great sacrifices to which 
we ask the taxpayers of this country to 
submit. 


My Lords, the Motion of the noble 
Earl, and I am afraid I must add 
several of the speeches to which we have 
listened this evening, seem to me to pro- 
ceed upon a fundamental misapprehension 
of the proposition which the Prime 
Minister enunciated. I will quote from 
the Resolution— 

“To move to resolve ‘That, in the opinion of 
this House, it would be a danger to the Realm 
and limit the power of the Navy as an offensive 
force in war, to trust to it alone for home 
defence.’ ” 


Now, my Lords, who, sitting on these 
benches or connected with His Majesty's 
(iovernment, has been found to say for 
one moment that we were prepared to 
trust to the Navy, and the Navy alone, 
for home defence ? Not only did Mr. 
Balfour say nothing of the kind in the 
-peech which has been referred to, but he 
said the contrary. He said it in terms. 
He assumed throughout his argument 
the existence of sufficient land forces 
for the purposes ot home defence. Here 
are his words— 

** We assume land defences, we assume Volun- 
teers, we assume Militia, we assume a residue of 
Regulars.” 


and then further on he goes on to say— 


“So that an effective home force is assumed 
in the very statement of the problem we are 
attempting to solve.” 


Well, my Lords, is it fair, in the face of 
those explicit declarations pf Mr. Bal- 
four’s, to tax him, and to tax those 
who think with him, with being out-and- 
out members of what you are pleased 
to call the blue- water school, and as 
being content to rely exclusively upon 
naval defence for the security of these 
islands? The noble Lord who spoke 
just now referred—it is not for the first 
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time that it has been done—to a state™ 
ment attributed to my right hon. col 
league Mr. Arnold-Forster, who is repre” 
sented as having said that he would 
undertake to guarantee that even a 
boat’s crew should not land on these 
shores. Mr. Arnold-Forster said nothing 
of the kind. He was describing the 
extreme blue-water school, and he said 
that he believed there were some people 
who would be found to contend that even 
the crew of a dinghy could not land with 
safety on these shores. We are, I think, 
entitled to beg that when our opinions 
are quoted in this House they may be 
quoted with some approach to accuracy. 


Now, let me turn for one moment to 
the problem as it was put by Mr. Balfour 
in his speech. He desired to assume 
a condition of things as unfavourable as 
possible to this country. He assumed 
that the Army was abroad, as it was in 
the year 1900 at the outset of the South 
African War, and, let me say in passing, 
is not that a very extreme assumption ? 
Is it very likely that we shall be 
again at war with a Power possessing 
no fleet, and therefore at war under 
conditions which rendered it possible 
for us at the very commencement of 
hostilities to send the whole of our Army 
across the sea. Then the Prime Minister 
assumed that our main fleets were en- 
gaged at a distance from home. Again, 
[ say, is not that also an extreme assump- 
tion? Is it likely that our fleets would 
be occupied in waters remote from 
this country and that simultaneously 
the greater portion of our Regular Army 
would be absent irom these islands? I 
take it that before any large proportion 
of that Regular Army is likely to be sent 
abroad we shall have endeavoured to 
take some step-, at all events, to establish 
our superiority at sea. Well, what 
was the next assumption ? It was that a 
sudden and secret concentration of troops 
and of the transports necessary for the 
conveyance of those troops had taken 
place at some port not distant from our 
coast, and that, finally, this force, as- 
sumed to be a force of 70,000 men, had 
been successfully conveyed across the 
Channel, and not less successiully dis- 
embarked. Now it is only after the 
whole of those somewhat “improbable 
conditions have been fulfilled that the 
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military problem pure and simple be- | 


gins—I mean the problem of the resist- 
ance to be offered to the invading force 
by the land forces of this country— 
and it is not until then that the result 
of what Lord Goschen so well called 
the unforeseen would begin to be 
felt. Then, and not till then, will 
our land forces find themselves opposed 
to the invading force. Well, is it true 
that when that moment arrives we shall 
be so entirely unprovided with the means 
of resistance as has been supposed / We 
shall have the r.mains of our Regular 
Army; we shall have the Militia; we 
shall have the Volunteers, and I should 
hope that with those forces we should be 
able to render a good account of any in- 
vading force that landed on our coasts. 
That, at any rate, is certainly an aspect 
of the problem of which we have not lost 
sight ; and we ar» determined that those 
Auxillary Forces, on which in the case 
I am supposing we should have to 
rely, shall be both so sufficient in num- 
bers and so efficient in point of armament 
and equipment as to render them fit for 
the duty which they would in that case 
h ve to perform. 


But is it of any use to attempt to separ- 
ate the military and the naval problems / 
The two problems are really one and in- 
dissoluble. There may be people whose 
minds are so constituted that they are 
content to say, “ Give us a strong Army, 
fortify this country sufficiently, and we 
do not much care what happens to the 
Fleet.” There may be others who will 
tell you that if your Fleet is sufficiently 
strong you need concern yourself very 
little with your land defences. We have 
nothing to do with either of these ex- 
tremist schools. In our opinion we must 
consider naval and military defences to- 
gether ; and military and naval defences 
were so considered by the Prime Minister 
in his recent speech. And surely we may 
take this for granted, that, however we 
may regard the matter, anyone who un- 
dertakes to invade this country will 
certainly look not only at the naval but 
also at the military problem. Will the 


invader not ask himself two questions— 

in the first place, “ What kind of re- 

sistance am | likely to encounter in reach- 

ing my destination,” and, secondly, 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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““ What further resistance am I likely to 
encounter after I have reached it.” 


Then there is another proposition 
which is indirectly affirmed in the 
Motion of the noble Lord; the Motion 
suggests that by relying on the Navy 
we limit its power as an_ offensive 
force. I venture to say that that pro- 
position shows an entire misapprehension 
of the rile which we intend—and I he- 
lieve not ony the present Lords of the 
Admiralty but their predecessors have 
always intended—should be fulfilled by 
the Navy of this country. The business 
of the Navy is to find the enemy’s ships 
wherever they are and destroy them; 
and to talk as if we or any one else had 
suggested or implied that the battleships 
of England were to be tied up in the 
Channel, like punts in the River Thames, 
for the purposes of home defence, is to 
impute to us a heresy which certainly 
never possessed our minds. But I would 
venture to suggest this, that, if it is 
indeed the business of our Navy to 
damage the enemy at sea, there would 
probably be no more effectual mode of 
damaging him than by attacking the 
kind of flotilla of transports which is 
supposed in this case, and which would 
have to cross the Channel under cireum- 
stances of very great difficulty and in a 
very helpless condition. 


I may, perhaps, notice at this point 
one or two of the special criticisms which 
have been made upon the statement of 
the case by the Prime Minister. It has 
been suggested that the task of the 
invader would not be attended by 
so many difficulties as the Prime Minister 
suggested. We are told that he consider- 
abiy over-estimated the amount of 
tonnage which would be necessary for an 
invasion across the Channel; we are told 
that he contemplated a hostile concen- 
tration at only one port, but that such a 
concentration might take place at more 
ports than one. Or, again, it is sug- 
gested that a hostile landing might take 
place simultaneously at several points ; 
and another criticism is that we have not 
sufficiently taken into account the fact 
that the invading flotilla would probably 
be accompanied by a covering naval 
force of some kind. As to all these 
criticisms let me, in the first place, say 
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that the problem as stated by the Prime 


Minister was not intended to convey an | 
exhaustive statement of every possible | 


hostile combination which might be made 
against these shores. For example, take 
the case of the tonnage which would be 
necessarv for such an invasion. The 
estimate taken by the Defence Committee 
was the best estimate which we could 
obtain from our expert advisers; but 
supposing, for the sake of argument, that 
you have to take away 50,000 tons from 
the tonnage estimated vy Mr. Balfour, 
does that really essentially alter the con- 
ditions of the problem?! Again, sup- 
posing, for the sake of argument, that 
the concentration has taken place at 
several ports instead of one; would it 
not be the case that if such a concentra- 
tion were going on at several ports we 
should hear something about it? The 
whole of Mr. Balfour’s hypothesis was 
based on the assumption that the attack 
was to be delivered suddenly and secretly. 
If there were to be a general concentration, 
it, for example, a whole fleet of liners 
were taken oft from the usual routes, of 
“ourse the thing would get out, and we 
should take very good care that our main 
fleet was not far off when the time came. 


Then there is the question of the 
covering force. We naturally assumed 
that an invading flotilla would be ac- 
companied by a covering force of some 
kind; but we are confident that the 
attacking force which we should be able 
to produce, even during the absence, 
remember, of our main fleets, would 
he amply sufficient to deal with the 


ehemy’s covering force as well as 
with the flotilla which it escorted. In 


a case of that kind there would 
be an enormous advantage on the side 
ot those who were attacking the flotilla 
as against those who were defending 
it, because it is almost inconceivable, 
even if the two naval forces were evenly 
matched, that some ships of the assailant 
iurce would not be able to break through 
the line and deal havoc among the herd 
of boats and vessels which are supposed 
to be conveying the force across the 
Channel, 


Then my noble friend Lord Goschen 
told you that the Prime Minister 
had not dealt at sufficient length with 


the question of raids. It is quite true | 
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referred to was not very long; but let 
me say that, if the Prime Minister had 
attempted to deal with the whole of 
the conceivable incidents connected with 
the attack upon, and defence of these 
islands, no speech ever delivered in 
the House of Commons would have 
contained all he might have said on 
the subject. I am able to tell the 
noble Viscount, however, that the 
question of raids has certainly not been 
left out of consideration. But when he 
suggests that, just as we have published 
statements of our views with regard 
to an attack upon a large scale, so we 
might give to the public information 
as to the manner in which raids would 
be dealt with, then Iam tempted to 
say that at that point we arrive 
at a stage where greater reticence is 
essential ; because you could not publish 
a disquisition upon the possibility of 
raids on different parts of the British 
coast without indicating pretty clearly 


what the raidable points were, and 
thereby giving information which it 


is not desirable to disclose. 


My Lords, if I may sum up in the 
fewest possible words our view of 
the case I would this: The 
problem is a composite one, concerning 


sav 


both the military and the naval de- 
fence of these islands. We put the 
question of naval defence _ first, 


because in our view if we were to lose 
our supremacy at sea we should find 
ourselves face to face with the vastly 
superior military resources of Continental 
nations, and we should find that the sea, 
instead of being a barrier against attack, 
had become a bridge over which the 
attack could be delivered. In that 
event, which I should be sorry to con- 
template, | doubt whether a Volunteer 
army would suffice for our needs, and 
I feel convinced that the growth of 
our military Estimates would be of a 
kind which would appal even the most 
extravagant advocate of Army expendi- 
ture. We believe thatin putting naval 
defence first we are taking the view that 
the history of the world and of this country 
supports. 

Lord Wemyss at the outset .: his 


speech quoted estracts from a German 
novel, but I thougnt I heard. bim say 
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years the British Islands had been 
immune from invasion. For home de- 
fence we regard the land forces of this 
country as auxiliary to the naval forces, 
but we do not for that reason for a moment 
suggest that the importance of a land 
force should not be sufficiently recog- 
nised. We feel it is necessary not only 
that we should have a strong Army for 
the purposes of offence abroad, but that 
the rest of our forces should be ade- 
quately organised for defence at home. 
That is the object which the present 
Secretary of State for War has in view. 





Some complaint has been made 
that we have achieved so little during | 
the last few vears. Well, I 
in the first place that we have achieved 
something. We have, in deference to a 
general demand, reorganised the central | 
machine by which the affairs of the | 
Army are administered. When we} 
are told that, in the case of the | 
Auxiliary Forces, we have not ac- 
complished as much as some noble 
Lords would like, let us, at any rate, 
remember how immensely difficult is 
the task of those reformers who wish 
to meke fundamental changes in the 
intricate constitution of the British 
Army. It at any rate, within our 
recollection that last vear the present 
War Office desired to deal with the 
Militia forces. but they were stopped 
from doing so, and the original scheme 
had to be taken back and reviewed. 
Within the last few days again a sugges- 
tion has been made that some information 
should be collected as to the efficiency 
of the Volunteers. The immediate re- 
sult of the appearance of these questions 
in the public Press has been to raise a 
general alarm and to produce interroga- 
tions in this and the other House of Parlia- 
ment. Imerely mention these things to 
show how difficult it is in a short space of 
time to deal in the thoroughgoing fashion 
which some noble Lords advocate with 
these military questions. 


is, 


My Lords, it only remains for me to 
say that, after very carefully considering 
the terms of the noble Earl’s Motion, 


{LORDS} 
that the novelist admitted that for 900 








we find in it, if it is reasonably inter- 
preted—and I am sure that the noble 
Lord does not desire to place any strained 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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interpretation on his words—nothing to 
which we can really take exception; 
and, therefore, we gladly avail ourselves 
of his suggestion that this question 
should be dealt with without any 
attempt to bring Party considerations 
to bear upon it; we shall, therefore, 
when he puts his motion to the House, 
certainly not vote against it. 


Defence. 


*THE MarQUESS OF RIPON: My Lords. 
the reselt at which my noble friend 
appears to have arrived rather a 
startling one, because he has been con- 
verted by the noble Lord near me and is 
going to accept his Motion. But [ 
think the House must be somewhat 


is 


| disappointed that my noble friend has 


made no allusion to the very grave and 
startling statement made by my noble 
and gallant friend on the Cross Benches. 
I understood my noble and gallant friend 
to say that our Army at the present 
moment was not in any better state of 
preparation than it was at the commence- 
ment of the South African War. Coming 
from such an authority as Lo:d Roberts 
that is a statement so grave and serious 
that J think it ought to have been taken 
notice of by my noble friend, and that 
the House and the country ought to have 
received some explanation or statement 
of the views of the Government in regard 
to it. My noble friend appears either 
not to have heard that statement of 
Lord Roberts or to have thought it in- 
advisable to reply to it, but I hope 
that some words calculated to inspire 
more confidence in the public than they 
can feel after what has fallen from Lord 
Roberts with be forthcoming from some 
member of the Government before thus 
debate closes 


I was very much struck in the speech 
of the Foreign Secretary to observe the 
different aspect in which he placed the 
questions raised in the speech of Mr. 
Balfour from-that which they presented to 
the public when that speech was first de- 
livered. I thought the “blue-water’’ scheme 
had rather retired into the distance ; we 
heard a good deal more about the military 
defence of this country against the danger 
of invasion then we had heard on any 
previous occasion. My noble friend, 
quoted certain expressions of Mr 
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Balfour’s. te said that Mr. Balfour 
had stated— 

‘Assume the Volunteers; assume the 


Militia ; assume a special Regular force for the 
defence of the country.” 

Well, my Lords, if the Government 
are relying not only upon the Navy, but 
also upon a force of that description 
to be retained in the country for our home 
defence, we are entitled to ask: What is 
the present condition of the Militia ; 


what is the present condition of the 
Volunteers; and what becomes of the 
territorial army for home defence ? 


We had a discussion on the Militia the 
other night, in the course of which my 
noble friend opposite said—if I under- 
stood him rightly—that some battalions 
of the Militia were to be reduced and 
were to be amalgamated. But, 
my Lords, you can do nothing with the 
Militia until you tell them how you are 
going to treatthem. My noble friend says 
we must not press the Secretary of State 
for War. Well, we cannot wait inde- 
finitely to have this question settled, 
particularly when we are told on the 
authority of Lord Roberts what the 
present condition of the Army is. 


some 
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These | 


are questions which will not wait until | 


Mr. Arnold-Forster is able to come to a/| 


decision in respect to them. 
questions of vital importance to the 
country, in regard to which, before this 
session closes, we ought to have some 
clear explanation of what is the policy 
of the Government. 


They are | 


Then my noble friend spoke of the | 


Volunteers, and he complained of the 
criticisms which had been directed to a 
recent Paper issued by the Secretary of 
State for War. and which has just been 
laid on the Table of this House. My 
Lords, it was not the fact that the 
Secretary of State for War made in- 
quiries in respect to the present condition 
of the Volunteers which startled people 
in regard to that circular; it was the 
fact that the Secretary of State asked 
to be informed as to what number of 
Volunteers were fit for foreign service. 
The question is, what do you mean ? 
You have made the Militia a part of 
the Regular Army Reserve. 


Tue Eart or WEMYSS: Not yet. 


| for home defence ; 
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*THe Marquess or RIPON: My 
noble friend is more hopeful than I am. 


THE Eart or WEMYSS: The Bill 
has not passed its Second Reading yet. 


*THe Marquess or RIPON: Ard 
you are now asking questions about 
the Volunteers as if, instead of their 
being intended for home’ defence, your 
first view was that they were a force 
from which you could draw recruits for 
the Regular Army. In the late war many 
Volunteers went out, and I believe dil 
excellent service. But accepting Volun- 
teers who may be willing in the course of 
a war to go out on active service, and 
making it in any respect the declared 
intention of the Government that they 
should be employed for the purpose oi 
service out of the country are ver’ 
different things. The Volunteers—and, 
according to my old-fashioned notions, 
the Militia, too—are engaged for service 
at home. You admit that you must 
have a competent military force in the 
country, at all events, to resist possible 
raids, and yet, as far as we know, you 
have wasted the session in regard to the 
organisation of both these forces. 

Then, my Lords, there is what is called 
the territorial army, or the short-service 
army, which was to be specially for 
home defence. Does it exist ? Ofcourse, 
I know it does not. 


THe Hart or DONOUGHMORE : 
It was never suggested that the short- 
service army, or what the noble Marquess 
calls the home-service army, was to be 
it was to go abroad in 
time of war. 


*THE MARQUESS OF RIPON : Of course 
the noble Earl knows better than I do, but 
surely it was stated that the force which 
was being recruited for a two years 
service was meant for home defence ? 


THE Eart or DONOUGHMORE :-Ne. 


*THE Marquess or RIPON :jThen 
what is the home defence? I may be 
quite wrong, but I have certainly alway: 
understood, and all those with whom [I 
have discussed this question have always 
understood, that that short-service arm ” 
was meant for home defence, and that it 
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was thought desirable to have a long-| should be absorbed in the Regular 


service army, with a nine years enlist- 
ment, to go abroad, leaving here the two 
years service army for home defence. 


Army.” That is doing away with the 


‘constitutional force of the Militia, which 


However, if I am wrong in that, so much | 


What is your army 
home defence ? You are recruiting now 
nothing but a _ long-service army to 
go abroad; where, then, is this force 
to which my noble friend alluded in- 
tended for home defence? We ought 
to have some clear and definite state- 
ment of what are the _ intentions 
of the Government with respect to 


the worse. 


the defence of these islands—I will not | 
say the defence of these islands against a | 


great invasion; I will, for the purpose 
of this discussion, accept the blue-water 
theory as far as it goes, but it is admitted 
now by His Majesty’s Government that 
raids of considerable importance are 
possible, and what we ought to know 
before Parliament separates is this: 
What have you done and what are you 
doing to provide immediately against a 
danger of that kind ? 


Tue Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, I 
should like to say a few words to take 
stock, as it were, of the situation. If 
this discussion had done nothing more 
than procure for us that admirable 
statement from Lord Roberts it would 


for | 


was originally raised absolutely for home 
defence, with power to volunteer for, 
foreign service. Being defeated in that 
what does the Secretary of State next 
propose? Why, to alter it indirectly 
in this way: he brings in a Bill called 
the Militia Service Bill. That Bill passed 
this House through the support of Militia 
colonels, but happily it has not vet passed 
the House of Commons; it has not vet 
passed its Second Reading, and I do not 
think it ever will. In that case my noble 
friend will have further cause of com- 
plaint as to the Secretary of State’s 
salutary measures for Army reform by 


getting rid of the Militia or altering its 


have been well worth while making the | 


Motion and having the 
Nothing could be more unsatisfactory 
than that statement as to the state of the 


discussion. | 


Army, and, to confirm it as regards the | 
home force, here is what the Norfolk | 


Commission Report says— 

“ The result of our protracted inquiries is this, 
that Your Majesty's Militia and Volunteer 
forces have not at present either the strength 
or the military efficiency to enable them to 
fulfil the functions for which they exist.” 

That is a most unsatisfactory state as 
regards the Volunteers and the Militia. My 
noble friend Lord Lansdowne seemed 
rather sore that what they intended to do 
with the Militia was stopped last year. 
Now what was it the present Secretary 
of State for War tried to do with the 
Militia ? He tried to do away with it 
altogether as a Militia. It was to be 
absorbed. I put the Question, “Do you 
mean the whole of it?” and my noble 
friend Lord Donoughmore said, “ Yes, 
we do mean that the whole of the Militia 


The Marquess of Ripon. 


character being stopped. 


What are the alterations that this 


| Bill proposes to make in the characte 


oi the Militia? The Militia is the con- 
st tutional force for home detence, but 
it has the power of voluiteer.ng for 
foreign service with the Regular Army, 
and it has done so on many occasions to 
the great ben fit of the nation. Bu 
under this Bill, instead of being enlisted 
for home defence, with power to volunteer 
for foreign service, all fresh membe s 
of the Militia will be liable to be sen 
fo eign service. Of course, existing mem- 
bers will be on the old footing. But the 
difference is this: unde’ the original 
constitution you invite them, * Dilly, 
dilly, come and be killed”; whereas 
under this Bill you will say * Dilly, 
dilly, go and be killed.” That is a great 


on 


constitutional change which I hope will 





not pass the House of Commons. ] 
trust that that Assembly will stand by the 
old Militia, thereby forcing the Govern- 
ment io find some other means of im- 
proving our home defences. 


My Lords, for my part [am thoroughly 
satisfied with the result of the debate on 
this Motion. What have we got? My 
nobl+ friend seemed to think that all 1 
said about the blue-water school was 
directed against the Goverament. It 
ws directed against the school— 
Sir J. Colomb and_ others, the 
“ Colombines ” as we call them. By the 
acceptance of this Motion we have at 
any rate got the assurance that the view 
of that school is not the view of the 
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Government. Thatisa great step. The| operate in the destruction of these 
| mines ; and to ask whether the Admir- 
| alty cannot depute those of His Majesty’s 


Motion says— 


“that . . . it would be a danger to the Realm, 
and limit the power of the Navy as an offensive 
force in war, to trust to it alone for home 
defence.” 


That is a great step gained. Then 
another step we have gained is this— 
the agreement that we should at all times 
have our home land defence in such a 
state that no nation would ever attempt 
either a serious invasion or a raid. My 
noble friend discussed the position that 
the ships were to occupy under the speech 
oi the Prime Minister. But what we 
want is that the ships should be per- 
fectly free, and that they should not be 
required to be in the Channel to watch 
against invasion, because we should be in 
that state that no nation would ever 
attempt an invasion of our shores, either 
serious or otherwise. 


I would end by saying this. In the 
remarks which I nade to your Lordships 
in support of this Motion I urged that 
this question was one of such vital im- 
portance to this nation that the two 
sides of the House—the leaders of the 
two sides—should meet and settle be- 
tween them what should be done, and, 
that having been done, neither should 
endeavour to make political capital out 
of it. It should be treated as the most 
vital question in the world, as it concerns 
the safety not only of our hearths and 
homes, but the safety of the Empire as a 
whole. That, my Lords, is what I think 
should follow on the acceptance of 
this Motion which I have had the honour 
of bringing forward, and which I am 
thankful the Government have accepted. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


FLOATING MINES. 

Lorp MUSKERRY rose “To cali at- 
tention to the grave risks to life and 
property presented by the great number 
of floating mines in the China Seas out- 
side territorial waters, and to casualties 
caused by such mines; to ask whether 
the Merchant Service Guild, as repre- 


senting the captains and officers _ of | 


British ships trading in the China Seas, 
has appealed to the Admiralty to co- 


ships on the China Station which are 
available, to undertake the work of 
removing, as far as possible, the serious 
dangers to British ships which now exist 
in that quarter of the globe.” 


He said : My Lords, having been made 
acquainted with the facts, and the in- 
dignation felt by British subjects in the 
Far East over the laxity of the Admiralty 
in this matter of floating mines, I am 
impelled to call your Lordships’ attention 
to the necessity of some active steps 
being taken to meet the situation and 
to prevent that terrible sacrifice of life 
which might occur at any moment. Be- 
ing so far away, we are liable, perhaps, to 
minimise the risks and to imagine that 
a stray floating mine or two cannot be 
helped at a time like this and that there 
no cause for commotion. But my 
information comes direct from people on 
the spot, and the Merchant Service Guild 
/have placed in my hands papers which 
disclose a really very alarming state 
of affairs. They come principally from 
those who are commanding and officering 
the many British ships constantly trading 
in the China Seas. I am assured, for 
instance, that the Gulf of Pe-chi-li is full 
of floating mines, and, at certain places, 
vessels must, at night-time, come to a 
dead stop until daylight. Then, on 
starting, the look-outs are doubled with 
the captain and an officer on the bridge. 
Passing steamers are constantly reporting 
the mines. I have a letter trom the 
captain of a steamer travelling in Chinese 
waters in which he says— 


1S 


“The latest reports show that mines have 
now drifted south of Shanghai in the track 
of the mail steamers from Hong-Kong; two 
fishing junks were blown up last week and most 
of their crews killed. The feeling here is that 
if a mail-boat is blown up, it may appeal to 
| the Government and cause something to be 
'done towards getting rid of these dangers. As 
long as it is only coasters it doesn’t matter. 
There were fifty-seven steamers here (New- 
chwang) just before the port closed last Decem- 
ber, and about fifty here just after it opened, 
as well as Japanese transports, and probably 
quite as many running to Taku Bar for Tientsin, 
ali of which have to come through this dangerous 
zone. The principal companies do not run 
at night and so minimise the risk, at, of course, 
a great expense in the way of time. No less 
than seven mines were reported in Chefoo 
| two days ago, all seen in a few hours.” 
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I might state for the information of your | 


Lordships that a British steamer, the 
“ Kashing,” had a hole blown in her 
bows by a floating mine and it was only 


a mere chance that the lives of all on | 


board were saved. The question is, 
what is this country doing in the matter / 


So far as I understand, the Admiralty | 
have done nothing beyond issuing warn- | 


ing notices to mariners. But these 


notices are almost superfluous, for the | 


news soon spreads when it is a matter of 
life and death. 


mines are not in the habit of giving a 
warning signal no amount of care can 
avoid risk of disaster. 


To voice some of the opinions expressed 
in Eastern circles the North China Daily 
News says in the course of an article— 


“Would it not be advisable, while the Gulf 
continues to be infested with these dangers 
to navigation, to station a small gun-boat here— 
in addition to the usual guardship—for the 
express purpose of searching out and destroying 
mines reported by passing ships ? By so doing, 
our naval authorities would, I feel sure, confer 
a great boon on shippers and shipping engaged 
in the coasting trade, and also to the travelling 
public. The question becomes specially urgent 
and important when it is noted that the greater 
proportion of the northern trade is done in 
British bottoms.” 


Then, again, in a leading article headed 
“The Dangers of Mines” the same 
paper says— 


“It seems to us impossible, for instance, 


that Brit'sh steamers should be running up and | 


down the coast between the Yangtze and the 


{LORDS} 


We may rest quite con- | 
tent that navigators will exercise all the | 
caution in their power, but as floating | 


Peiho, in hourly danger of being blown up | 


by Russian mines with all on board, and that 


little or no effort should be made by the British | 
The | 


Navy to clear away these dangers. 
danger of mines has not been exaggerated, 


rather it has been the endeavour of everyone | 


concerned to minimise the danger, for obvious 
reasons. No one wishes to unduly alarm pas- 
sengers, and shippers, and insurers. Last year | 
we were told that the anxious look-out men 
were mistaking empty barrels and bully-beef 
tins and fishermen’s buoys for mines; but this | 
year there has been no possibility of pretending | 
that the sea between the Miatou Islands, and a | 
point some distance south of the South-East 
Promontory, is not strewn with these dangers. | 
Many junks and fishing boats have fallen victims | 

! 

| 


to them.” 


A NOBLE LORD: May I ask whether | 
the noble Lord is in order in reading from 
a daily newspaper ? 

Lord Muskerry. 





| systematically undertaken by the 


| destroyed by His Majesty’s ships. 
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THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
'of Hautspury): Only by permission of 
the House. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: Very well; I 
will pass over that, but this leading 
article sets out the matter very clearly, 
These remarks are intended to show 
what our fellow-subjects in the Far East 
think of the matter, and I should add 
that it was also referred to the British 
Minister at Peking by the Shanghai 
Chamber of Commerce and the leading 
steamship owners in China. As a con- 
trast to the apathy of the Admiuraity I 
am given to understand that even the 
Chinese have given orders for one of their 
cruisers to assist in destroying the mines, 


There is no question of infringing on 
territorial rights, for these mines are now 
floating broadcast on the high seas. Why 
some of our men-of-war out there are 
not directed to sweep the seas for these 
mines I really cannot understand. Their 
time would then be spent in a service to 
humanity, and as their business is to 

| police the seas, it seems to me that they 

are sadly neglecting that duty. I should 
like to hear from my noble friend who is 
answering for the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty precisely what the reasons are 
‘for the inaction of His Majesty’s Govern- 
/ment in this most serious matter. And 
_I do indeed hope to learn that it is now 
the intention of the Admiralty to assist 
in a practical way in ridding the China 
Seas of dangers which give rise to possi- 
bilities almost too awful to think of. 


Of course I cannot say what all the 
reply of my noble friend will be, but I 
think I can forecast a portion of it. There 
is a letter from the Admiralty to the 
Merchant Service Guild, from which I 
will read only some extracts— 

“The destruction of these mines in the 
waters of the Laio-tung Peninsula has been 
Japanese 
the officer has re- 


and... commanding 


| ported several cases in which mines have been 


This will 
be done whenever possible, but my Lords can- 
not undertake to detail His Majesty’s ships for 
this dangerous duty .. .” 


But these mines have got beyond 
territorial waters, and it is a poor thing 
for British ships to be trusting to foreign 
navies to protect them from these dangers 
when we have our own Navy on the spot. 
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I have also received a letter, which I will | given on the subject were not the result 


not read to your Lordships, from the 

captain of a vessel out there showing 

the number of mines that were met and | 
the number destroyed. Then the last | 
thing was a report from the officer | 
commanding H.M.S. ‘‘ Hogue,” published | 
in Lloyd's Register of July 3rd. I do not 

know whether my noble friend is going to 

read that report ¢ 


Tur SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(The Marquess vf LrniitHcow): No, f 
am hot. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: I have a letter 
received since then, one paragraph of 
which says— 

“No less than three steamers have struck 
mines since that gentleman (the commanding 
offiver of H.M.S. Hogue) said most of the mines 
reported were empty tubs, ete. Two of the 
steamers were sunk and one was beached and 
repaired. The Chinese Government have now 
offered a small gun and an officer or gunner to 
any ship bound up the Gulf of Pe-chi-li who cares 
to apply for one.” 

I will not read further; I will only 
say that it is not a nice thing that for 
the first time in our history the British 
merchant service should have to look to 
foreign navies for the assistance which 
they ought to get from their own. My 
Lords, I beg to put the Question of which 
I have given notice. 


Tue Marquess or LINLITHGOW : 
In answer to the noble Lord I have to 
state that the question of the risk to 
life and property through floating mines 
in the China Seas outside territorial 
waters has for some time past been occu- 
pving the attention of the Admiralty. 
A notice to mariners indicating the 
danger zone has been promulgated, and 
instructions have been issued to His 
Majesty’s ships on the station to destroy 
any mines they may meet with on the 
high seas. The clearance of floating 
mines from territorial waters has been 
taken in hand by the Chinese and Japan- 
ese Governments. It is a fact that the | 
Merchant Service Guild called the at- | 
tention of the Admiralty to reports from | 
certain captains trading in those waters 
representing the danger to navigation 
from this source, and asked that His 


of this appeal, but of a previous com- 
munication from the Japanese Govern- 
ment inviting the co-operation of His 
Majesty’s ships on the high seas. 


DOCKYARD DISCHARGES. 


THe LORD BISHOP or WINCHES- 
TER rose * To ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty—(1) As to the system upon 
which the dockyard men are being dis- 
charged from the Portsmouth Dockyards ; 
and (2) whether it is true that the ‘St. 
Vincent’ training ship in Portsmouth 
harbour is to be given up.” He said: 
At this hour of the evening I shall say 
only a very few words in asking these 
Questions of which I have given notice. 
and I would apologise for having given 
notice to the First Lord of the Admir- 
alty at a time when he was ill. I was 
quite unaware of his illness, or I would 
have refrained from putting the Ques- 
tions. I venture to bring to your Lord- 
ships’ notice the position of those whe 
are now being discharged from employ- 
ment in His Majesty’s dockyards. This 
question was brought up two or three 
months ago, | believe, in the other 
House, and on June 7th Mr. Pretyman 
gave an Answer in which he stated that 
there were about 1,000 of these employees 
to be discharged from Portsmouth. We 
are now told that there are to be over 2,000 
discharged at Portsmouth, while propor- 
tionate numbers will have to be dis- 
charged from Chatham and Devonport. 
Very naturally the result is a state of 
intense depression and a sense of griev- 
ance, more especially when those dis- 
charges are apparently conducted in a 
strangely capricious manner. I say 
‘capricious manner,” because the work- 
men seem quite unable to discover 
from the way in which the discharges 
are conducted whether any sort of ac- 
count is taken of length of service, 
goodness of character, or skill and ability. 

I will not weary your Lordships, but [ 
must give one or two instances. There 
is the case of a smith, aged thirty-seven, 


| . ~ . 
who has been in the Government service 


in the dockyards some eighteen years. 
He recently received notice to quit, and 


Majesty’s ships might take steps to| the very same week he received notice 


clear away the mines ; 


but the orders | that his wages had been raised by two 
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shillngs a week. Complaint was 
of this most deserving man _ whose 
character was quite superlatively ex- 
cellent, and the authorities made reply 
that it was indeed a very hard case, but 
that there were numerous cases of the 
same kind and no exception could be 
made. Three days ago another instance 
was brought to public notice in one of 
the evening papers in Portsmouth—the 
case of a man who had been twenty-five 
vears in the dockyard, who had worked 
hard and who had borne a good character 
the whole time. He asked the reason 
why he was discharged, and he was 
told that fifteen years ago he had been 
seen smoking in the dockyard. 


My Lords, I have selected only two 
out of a very large number of instances 
which I have in my hand, and which 
I desire to bring before your Lordships’ 
notice for the purpose of indicating 
that too little discrimination and con- 
sideration is being shown in the dis- 
missal of men who have been engaged 
for the better part of their lifetime 


in His Majesty’s service in the dock-. 


yard; men bearing the very _ best 


characters, and who have shown by their ' 


energy and workmanlike ability that 
they deserve well of the nation. These 
are the men who are being dismissed, 
and who, in consequence, will be thrown 
out of employment and become a portion 
ct the large number of unemployed in 
the country, at the very time that the 
nation is selling off a lot of old ships that 
are being bought up, I believe, by 
foreign nations, to be broken up by 
foreign labourers. T should have thought 
that it would have been possible at least 
to have retained those old ships, so that 
our men might be given labour and 
work rather than that they should be 
cast upon the rates of our great seaport 
towns. I very much hope that a reply 
will be forthcoming which will show 
that there is perhaps more system and 
more discrimination being exercised in 
the melancholy work of discharging 
some of our best workmen than appears 
to be the case at first sight. 


Then, my Lords, the other Question 
relers to the remoured abandonment of 
the training ship “St. Vincent.”” The “ St. 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester. 


(LORDS) 
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| Vincent ” is a training ship with several 
brought before the authorities on behalf | 


hundred lads on board in Portsmouth 
Harbour. The lads—I thave seen them 
myself—are well trained, well taught, well 
exercised, and they are in the enjoyment 
of excellent health, like the lads on board 
the “ Impregnable ” and the “ Lion” at 
Devonport. I am told |that the “St. 
Vincent” is about to be abandoned 
and the lads transferred to an institution 
at Harwich—that is, that the nation will 
have all the lads who are being prepared 
for the Navy collected in one great in- 
stitution at Harwich. We are told that 
it is for the sake of their health and 
morals. I am not sure whether for the 
sake of their health it will be a good 
thing to have all lads who are being pre- 
pared for the Navy in one great institu- 
tion. It is far better to be exposed to 


‘epidemics in different centres than for 


all the lads to be exposed to epidemics in 
one great centre. So far as morals and 
discipline are concerned the same thing 
applies. If you taint a great institution 
containing 2,000 or 3,000 boys, greater 
harm will be done than if you try to 
exercise control in different local centres 
containing 700, 800, or 900 lads. At the 
same time at the small local centres there 
is a better chance of personal control 
and supervision. J > very much trust 
that the suggested policy has not been 
finally decided upon, especially in a place 
like Portsmouth, which is one of the 
finest recruiting grounds that our 
country possesses for the Navy, where 
any lad who is being brought up for the 
Navy witnesses every day that which 
will inspire in him enthusiasm and hope 
for his future career. 


THe Mareurss oF LINLITHGOW: 
My Lords, if the right rev. Prelate will 
kindly inform me afterwards of any 
individual cases of hardship or unfairness 
which may have been brought betore 
him, I am commissioned to say that they 
shall have the careful consideration 
of the Admiralty. With reference to 
the first part of the Question I am desired 
to say that the discharges now being 
carried out at Portsmouth and_ other 
naval yards are necessitated by the 
reduction in the amount of work, prin- 
cipally repair work, required to be 
done on His Majesty’s ships. This re- 
duction is due to several causes, the 
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chief of which are (1) the removal from 
the list of the Navy of a great number 
of ships which otherwise would have 
needed extensive repairs to maintain 
them in a state of efficiency ; (2) the 
manning of the ships in reserve by 
nucleus crews, who themselves perform 
the ordinary work of keeping the 
ships ready for immediate service and 
carry out considerable repairs. Under 
the previous system a great deal of 
dockyard work was necessary on the 
ships before they could be regarded 
as ready for war. (3) The amount 
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of work done in the last two or three | 


veats has been greatly in excess of | 


the normal, partly owing to the large 
repairs to machinery and boilers neces- 


sitated by the difficulties which attended | 


of water-tube 


say 


introduction 
may further 


the first 
boilers. I 


lishments has been at 


that an| 
important Committee on Naval Estab- | 
work during | 


most of this year, and has investigated | 
the whole question of dockvar | work, | 


The Report of this Committee has not | 


yet been received, but it will necessarily | 


affect very greatly the problem of the 
work to be done in future in the Royal 


yards, and it is impossible to say before | 
the Report has been considered by the | 


Board of Admiralty whether any further 
large discharges will be necessary, or 
to vive any limit of time for their com- 
pletion. I may add that the Admiralty 





have the fullest sympathy with the | 


individual cases where 
occurred. 
to the discretion of the admiral-superin- 
tendents of the yards, that those men 
who have the longer service have their 
services retained as long as is found 
possible, but due regard must also 
be had to the necessity of adjusting 
between trades to meet the 
requirements of the service. It must 
also be remembered that the Admiralty, 
while it cannot give permanent work, 
constant employment—that 1s, 
constant while the employment lasts. 


hardship 


numbers 


gives 


has | 
The general rule is, subject | 


With regard to the second Question, | 


on the completion of the new training 
establishment at Shotley, boys will be 
transferred there from certain traiming 


ships, and among these the “St. Vincent,” | 


but no definite orders have been given 
ou the subject up to the present. 


(Commission) Bill. 5 


WAR STORES (COMMISSION) BILL. 


On the Order to go into Committee om 
this Bilt. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The: 
Earl of HausBury): Since this matter 
was last before the House I have 
looked into the question raised by 
the noble Marquess, and I adhere to 
the view I then took that there is power 
under the Bill to compel the attendance 
of witnesses and to insist on the pro- 
duction of documents. This power arises. 
from a statute passed for the express 
purpose of giving a Commission power to 
compel the attendance of witnesses both 
in foreign countries and in the British 
Colonies, and that statute will apply. 
I feel satisfied Iam right in that view, and 
I will only say that I think it would be 
a very serious thing to proceed over the 
head, as it were, of a self-governing 
colony and to interfere with the adminis- 
tracion of justice in that colony without 
first informing them. Even it [ were 
wrong in my view I do not think it would 
be desirable to put an express power in 
the Bill. It has been suggested that 
difficulty and delay might arise through 
the colonial Legislature not being in 
session. Even if that were so, I think 
the delay would be far less an evil than 
an attempt to do what might create dis- 
satisfaction in the Colonies. I gather 
that the noble Marquess will noé persist in 
his objection to proceeding with the Bill ? 


THs Marques; or RIPON: On the 
legal question, of course, I accept the 
opinion of the learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack. I wish, however, to say that I did 
not propose that the authority of the 
local Legislatures should be overruled 
by this Act. All I did was to ask what 
would be the course required to be taken 
if a Sub-Commission went out to South 
Africa. 


House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived, 
Then (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
having been suspended), Bill read 3%, 
and passed. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Eight o’clock, till To- 
morrow half-past Ten 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 10th July, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bills, originating 

in the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

not previously inquired into, and which 

are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Ocean Accident and 

Guarantee Corporation Bill [Lords]; 

Oldham and Saddleworth District Tram- 

ways Bill [Lords]. 


(STANDING 
LN- 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [LORDS] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid vpon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :—Education Board 
Provisional Order Confirmation (London, 
No. 1) Bill (Lords]; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. &) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time To-morrow. 
Hitchin and District Gas Bill. Lords 


Amendmerts considered, and agreed to. 


Hessle Gas Bill [Lords]. Read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments. 


Sovthend and Colchester Light Rail- 
ways Bill [Lords]; Tees Valley Water 
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Whitby Urban 
District Council Bill [Lords]. As amended. 
considered ; to be read the third time. | 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bil] 
{Lords}. Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]; 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords]. Read the third 


time, and passed, with Amendments. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 3) Bill. Read the third time, and 


passed. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 


(No. 2) Bill [Lords]. Read a second 
time, and committed. 
Thames Conservancy Bill. Reported, 


with Amendments ; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


PURSHAD, THAKUR. 


Petition of Thakur Purshad, for re- 
dress of grievances; to lie upon the 
Table. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


DEER FORESTS (HIGHLAND CROFTING 
COUNTIES). 
Return [presented 29th June]; to be 
printed. [No. 232.] 


REDISTRIBUTION OF SEA'1S. 
Copy presented, of Memorandum by 
the President of the Local Government 
Board [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


IMPERJAL REVENUE (COLLECTION AND 
EXPENDITURE) (GREAT BRITAIN 
AND IRELAND). 
Return presented, 
[ordered 8th March ; 


relative thereto 


Mr. Joseph A. 
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Pease]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 233.] 


POSL OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS). 
Copy presented, of the Postal Order 
(Colonial) Amendment (No. 4) Regula- 
tions, 1905, dated 29th June, 1905 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


POS1 OFFICE SAVINGS BANK 
(REGULATIONS). 
Copy presented, of Post Office Savings 
sank Regulations, 1905, dated 15th May, 
1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS (ROYAL 
CGMMISSION). 

Copy presented, of Report on the 
Manuscripts of His Grace the Duke of 
Rutland, K.G., preserved at Belvoir 
Castle, Vol. IV. [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Regvlations tor 
the Instruction and Training of Pupil 
Teachers from August ist, 1905, to 
July 31st, 1906 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Report to the 
Secretary for Scotland of a Departmental 
Committee on the Sea Fisheries of 
Sutherland and Caithness. Vol. II. 
Minutes of Evidence and Appendices 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Secretary for Scotland as to the appoint- 


ment of a Visiting Committee to the 
Prison at Glasgow (Duke Street) [by 


Act|; to lie upon the Table. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS. 

Copy presented, of Report of Proc eed- | 
ings by the Department of Agriculture | 
and Technical Instruction for Ireland, | 
under the Diseases of Animals Acts, for | 
the year 1904 [by Command] ; 
the Table. 
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to lie upon | a small sum per man for the 
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NAVAL SAVINGS BANKS. 
Account presented, of Deposits in 
Naval Savings Banks, and the payments 
thereof, and the interest thereon, etc., 
during the financial year 1903-4 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 234.] 


REVENUE BILL. 
‘of Memorandum ex- 
—(Mr. 


Copy ordered, 
planatory of the Revenue Bill.” 
Victor Cavendish.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 235.] 


AND ANSWERS 
WITH THE VOTES. 


QUESTIONS 
CIRCULATED 


Convict Labour in Cape Colony. 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether a system 
exists of hiring out for various terms of 
servitude persons convicted of offences in 
Cape Colony to the De Beers Diamond 
Company at the rate of 2d. per diem ; and, 
if so, by what authority and under what 
regulations does the system exist, and 
does the Colonial Office accept any re- 
sponsibility in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The Ministers of the Cape Colony have 
stated that convict labour is hired out to 
various public bodies and private em- 
ployers in the Cape Colony, and that, in 
accordance with this practice, an agree- 
ment was entered into in 1889 between 
the Government and the De Beers Con- 
solidated Mines, Limited, for the estab- 
lishment of a convict station on the 
company’s premises at Kimberley, and 
for the supply of native convicts for 
employment in the diamond mines. 
|. The company pays the entire cost of 
the buildings and staff, and provides 
for the clothing, rationing, and medical 
attendance of the convicts : and in 
addition to this pays the Government 
convicts 
The legislative 


supplied. system has 
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sanction under Section 52 of the Colonial 
Act, No. 23, of 1888. The matteris one 
entirely within the control of the re- 
sponsible Government and Legislature of 
the Cape Colony. 


(Questions. 


Expenditure and Financial Position of 
Municipal Corporations. 

Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he will consider the 
advisability of instituting an inquiry, 
by Committee or otherwise. into the 
expenditure and financial position of the 
municipal corporations in this country, 
with a view to obtain a Report thereon. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
subject of local expenditure and_ local 
indebtedness is undoubtedly one oi the 
utmost importance, but I doubt whether 
any such inquiry as my hon. and learned 
friend has in mind could at the present 
moment be started with advantage. 


Report of Vagrancy Committee. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether the Committee now 
dealing with the question of vagrancy 
will report during the present session. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
understand that there still remains a 
considerable number of witnesses to be 
examined, and that it will not be possible 
for the Committee to make their Report 
during the present session. 


Orange Disturbances in Glasgow. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) : 
To ask the Lord-Advocate whether his 
attention has been called to disturbances 
of a Party character which occurred in 
the Partick district of Glasgow on July 
Ist, due to an Orange band parading the 
district playing Party tunes; whether 
he is aware that the shopkeepers in the 
vicinity were compelled to close their 
premises, and that two young girls had 
to be removed to the hospital suifering 
‘ron serious injuries; and will he say 
whether any of the bandsmen were 
arrested, and, if not, why this step was 
not taken; and whether, in view of the 
proposal to hold Orange demonstrations 
in Glasgow on July 12th, precautions 
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will be taken to protect the lives and 
property of Catholics in those districts 
through which the demonstrators will 


pass. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) My 
attention has been called to the disturb- 
ances referred to. I am informed that 
one shop door was closed for a few 
minutes, and one girl suffering from a 
scalp wound was taken to the infirmary 
where the wound was dressed : the girl 
was then sent home. The bandsmen 
were not in uniform and none were ar- 
rested, as they broke up and mixed with 
the crowd. The local authorities are 
fully aware of the circumstances, and I 
have no doubt that all proper precautions 
will be taken by them. 


Loss of Public Holidays by Excise Officials. 
at Distilleries. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
is aware that in several distilleries work- 
ing all the year round throughout the 
United Kingdom Excise officers are re- 
quired to perform duty on recognised 
official holidays, even Christmas Day not 
being excepted, while other Government 
officials enjoy the privilege of these 
holidays ; and whether, seeing that the 
Excise officers in such places have fre- 
quently to give attendance at irregular 
hours, as well as performing night duty 
in unhealthy surroundings from 10 p.m. 
to 6 a.m., and in view of the difficulties 
of these Civil servants which are not 
experienced in other branches of the 
public service, the Treasury will consider 
the claims of these officials to special 
leave in lieu of service given by them on 
official holidays. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I understand the advantages enjoyed 
by Excise officers holding the appoint- 
ments referred to by the hon. Member 
counterbalance the loss of certain public 
holidays. 


The Crimes Act—Proclaimed Districts in 
Ireland. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Watertord) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the several counties and districts 
in Ireland which are at the present time 
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proclaimed under Sections 3 or 4, or both, | 
of the Criminal Law and Procedure | 
(Ireland) Act, 1887, together with the 
date of such proclamation and the names | 
of the Privy Councillors who signed the 


same. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Each 
of the counties and county boroughs 
set forth in the following list is pro- 
claimed under both Sections 3 and 4 of 
The Criminal Law and Procedure (Ire- 


}land) Act, 1887 :— 





County. Proclaimed District. Date of Proclamations. 
Cavan - . - - - The County l6th April, 1902 
Clare - - - - - do. do. 
Cork - - - - - do. do. 
Cork County Borough The County Borough do. 
Dublin County Borough - do. Ist September, 1902 
Galway - - - The County do. 
King’s County - do. do 
Leitrim - - . - do, 16th April, 1902 
Limerick - - - do, Ist September, 1902 
Limerick County Borough The County Borough do. 
Longford - The County do. 
Mayo : : . - do. 16th April, 1902 
(Queen’s County - - do. Ist September, 1902 
Roscommon — - - - - do. 16th April, 1902 
Sligo ; - . - - do, do. 
Tipperary - - - do, do. 
Waterford - - - do. do. 


Waterford County Borough 


Westmeath . - 


‘The County 


The County Borough do. 


Ist September, 1902 





The proclamations of April 16th, 1902, | 
were signed by the Lord-Lieutenant | 
(Earl Cadogan), and the following | 
Privy Countillors—The Lord Chancellor, 
Viscount Powerscourt, Lord Clonbrock, 
and Mr. A. H. Smith-Barry. The pro- 
clamations of September Ist, 1902, 
were signed by the Lords Justices 
(the Lord Chancellor and Viscount 
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Powerscourt), and the following Privy 
Councillors—The Chief Secretary (Mr. 
Wyndham), and the Attorney-General! 
(Mr. Atkinson). 


Aliens Bill—Danger to British Shipping 
Trade. 


Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 


C 





od 
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Home Department whether, under his | 


Amendments to the Aliens Bill, he 
will provide against the possibility of 
Scandinavian and Russian transmigrants 
being placed under disabilities which 
will endanger the trade being diverted 
to the competing Scandinavian and 
German lines, seeing that the British 
shipping companies will have to incur 
more expense and delays than at present. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I think that the hon. Member 
will find that his point is satisfactorily 
met by the proposed Amendment to 
Clause 8, page 6, line 20 of the Bill, 
which stands on the Paper in my name. 
This Amendment is designed, and is 
believed, to enable the shipping companies 
concerned to relieve themselves, under 
due security, of all unnecessary restric- 
tions upon bona fide transmigrant traffic. 


Local Practitioners attending Patients in 
Isolation Hospitals. 


Sir CHARLES WELBY (Nottingham- 
shire, Newark): To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
he is aware that, in the case of an isolation 
hospital having no resident medical 
officer, it is customary for the local 
practitioners to attend their own 
patients; and whether, in the event 
of any such practitioner being a member 
of the local authority to which such 
hospital belongs, it is the practice of 
the Local Government Board to take 
any steps to prevent the recovery by 
him of the usual fees paid by the local 
authority in such case. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I 
believe that not infrequently patients 
in isolation hospitals are attended by 
their own medical men. I am_ not 
aware of any case in which the 
Local Government Board have taken 
steps to prevent the recovery of fees 
in such circumstances, but I think 
it right to draw attention to the provision 
in Section 12 of the Municipal Corpora- 
tions Act, 1882, which disqualifies a 
person for being a councillor of a borough 
if he has directly or indirectly by himself, 
or his partner, any share or interest in 
any contract or employment with, by, 
or on behalf of the council. There is 
a similar provision in the Local Govern- 
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ment Act, 1894, as regards members 
of urban or rural district councils. 


Surrey Education Committee's Accounts. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): To ask 
the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether the last report 
of the Local Government Board auditor 
on the accounts of the Surrey Education 
Committee stated that sums amounting 
to over £5,900 had been illegally charged 
on the rates, making the rates liable 
to be quashed on objection: that 
considerable sums had been paid to 
managers for wear and tear and not 
refunded, although the education com- 
mittee had decided that no such sums 
should be paid for the vear under audit ; 
that lump sums from the county funds 
had been placed at the disposal of 
managers of nor-provided schools without 
requiring accounts of these moneys to 
be audited; and, if so, what action 
has been taken, and what guarantees 
have been given, against the recurrence 
of such irregularities. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Baijour.) The 
auditor’s report contained statements 
which were substantially to the effect 
indicated in the Question. I have re- 
ceived a copy of the reply of the educa- 
tion committee to that report, from 
which it would appear that the sums, 
amounting to over £5,900, referred to 
were raised by rates in certain special 
areas without account being taken of 
the net balances of the previous school 
authorities for those areas. The com- 
mittee sav that it was impossible to 
ascertain these balances at the time 
when the estimates for the rates had 
to be made, and that under the cireun- 
stances they were justified in making 


arrangements which would allow of 
the necessary adjustments being 
carried out at a _ later date. I 


understand that the auditor was 
assured that the sums for wear and 
tear would be dealt with in ad- 
justing future accounts between the 
Committee and the managers. With 
respect to the sums *advanced 
by the Education Committee to the 
managers, the auditor reports that 


arrangements were ultimately made for 
examining and checking the managers’ 
cash books, although this was imperfectly 
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done. As I stated in reply to a previous 
Question by the hon. Member on the 
subject, the education committee have 
drawn up some detailed instructions 
with a view of securing that in future 
the financial transactions and accounts 
of the managers shall be properly con- 
trolled and supervised. 





Upholstery Work in Government Dock- | 
yards. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
is aware that the upholstery work | 
allocated to women in the Devonport | 
Dockyard extends to the stuffing of | 
chairs from the bare frames, work 
hitherto confined in the furnishing trade 
to’ men; whether the advertisement 
issued from Chatham asking for women 
to upholster chairs and couches is in- 
tended to cover this work; and, if s»9, 
whether he wil] take steps to confine the 
work of the women upholstresses in 
the dockyards to those lighter branches 
of the craft in which they usually find 
employment. 


To ask the 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The up- 
holstery work allocated to women in 
Devonport Dockyard does not include 
the stuffing of chairs from the bare 
frames, but is confined to sewing work, 
such as making curtains, window blinds, 
mattress ticks, pillow covers, overcases 
for furniture, etc. Women have not 
been employed on any stuffing, and the 
only work done by them in this con- 
nection, after making the cases, has been 
to sew up the last of the chair covers, 
mattresses, etc., after the stuffing has 
been completed by men. The adver- 
tisement issued from Chatham, asking 
for women to upholster chairs and 
couches, was intended to cover this 
work, but qualified candidates were not 
obtainable. It is intended to confine 
the work of the upholstresses in the dock- 
yards to the lighter branches of the craft 
in which they usually find employment, 
in accordance with existing practice at 
Devonport. 


Vaccination Prosecutions at Dundee. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Lord-Advocate whether the prose- 
cution in Dundee of twenty-one parents 
who conscientiously object to the vac- 
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cination of their children has been 
ordered by the Local Government Board 
for Scotland ; whether such prosecutions 
take place in England ; and why so many 
prosecutions of this kind are being con- 
ducted in one Scottish city. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Local Government Board do not directly 
order the prosecution of vaccination 
but are required by the 
Vaccination Act to see that its provisions 
are duly carried out. The Board com- 
municate when necessary with parish 
councils calling attention to the pro- 
visions of the Act, and, among the 
parish councils lately so communicated 
with, the parish council of Dundee was 
written to in the early part of the year. 
[In regard to the latter part of the hon. 
Member’s Question I have no information 


in regard to English prosecutions. The 
number of prosecutions, of course, 


depends on the number of defaulters. 


Regulations for Pupil-Teachers. 


Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether, in view of 
the altered arrangements for the educa- 
tion of pupil-teachers drawn up by the 
Board of Education, it is now possible, 
under certain conditions, to send pupil- 
teachers to a school, whether carried on 
for profit or not, and yet earn on them 
a grant, such grant being payable to the 
local education authority. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
It will be possible under the Pupil- 
Teacher Regulations for 1905-6 for grants 
to be earned for pupil-teachers attending 
schools conducted for private profit. 
Grants so earned will be paid to the 
local education authority. 


Issue of Regulations under the Weights 
and Measures Act. 1904. 


Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade whether he can state 
when the regulations under the Weights 
and Measures Act, 1904, with respect to 
the verification and stamping of weights 
and measures and weighing and measur- 
ing instruments will be laid upon the 
lable of the House; and whether the 
Board of Trade will undertake that 
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such general regulations, when issued, 
shall not clash with their prior approval 
of samples which have been submitted 
to the Board. 


Quest ions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Pro- 
gress is being made with the drafting of 
the regulations in question, but I cannot 
say when the Board will be in a position 
to lay them before the House. Pending 
the making of the new regulations the 
regulations made by local authorities 
under the Weights and Measures Act, 
1889, remain in operation. In framing 
the new regulations the point to which 
attention is drawn in the concluding 
portion of the Question will, of course, 
be borne in mind. 


The Indian Viceroy and Lord Kitchener's 
Army Proposais. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: To ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
has received from the Viceroy of India 
® Gommunication that unless certain 
modifications in the proposed new scheme 
of Indian Army administration are 
agreed to by the Cabinet his resignation 
will take place; and, if so, when was 
such a Gommunication received, and 
what are its precise terms ; and what are 
the precise modifications in the scheme 
desired by the Viceroy and Government 
of India. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I can only refer the hon. Member to my 
reply on the 28th ultimot to a similar 
Question asked by the hon. Member for 
Kirkcaldy Burghs. I am not yet in a 
position to make any further statement. 


Promotion of Assistant Clerks in National 
Education Office, Dublin. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state if the circumstances which 
prevented the Irish Government from 
recommending the proposal for the 
promotion of assistant clerks serving in 
the National Education Office, Dublin, 
now obtain; whether he is aware that 
an immediate saving of from £12 to £15 
a year would be effected by the pro- 
motion of each assistant clerk recom- 
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mended in this case; and whether, in 
consideration of this fact, and of the 
suspense endured by these officers as 
compared with officers promoted in 
other Departments, he will see whether 
the recommendations can now be carried 
out. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
reply to the first inquiry is in the aftirma- 
tive. Lamnotat present prepared to re- 
open the consideration of the matter. 


Applications for Reinstatement by Evicted 
Tenants in County Waterford. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will say what 
number of applications for reinstate- 
ment by evicted tenants have been 
received, since the passing of the Land 
Act of 1903, by the Estates Commis- 
sioners from the county Waterford. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Two 
hundred and ten, of which six appear to 
be outside the provisions of the Act. 


Grazing Lands on the King Harman 
state. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lievtenant 
of Ireland whether he can state in how 
many cases on the King-Harman Estate 
have the Estates Commissioners offered 
to purchase large grazing farms from the 
vendor as untenanted land; what are 
the names of the present occupiers of 
these farms, and what were their yearly 
rents before the sale of the estate ; and 
whether he can give the amounts, 
including the bonus, which the Estates 
Commissioners have intimated through 
their inspector or negotiator that they 
are prepared to advance to the vendor 
for each of these farms respectively as 
untenanted land. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Iam 
not prepared to give any further in- 
formation in this matter than that which 
I gave in reply to the hon. Member's 
Question of the 22nd Mayf. It would be 
undesirable and contrary to practice 
to give particulars of pending negotiations 
for the purchase of lands by the Commis- 
sioners. 
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The King-Harman Estate. 

Mr. TULLY : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Estates Commissioners can 
state in how many cases since they have 
become the owners of the King-Harman 
Estate have they refused to sanction 
the sale by one tenant to another of the 
tenant’s interests in their holdings; can 
they explain on what grounds and at 
whose instigation they refused permission 
to the National Bank to sell the tenant's 
interest in Corrigard and Termon holdings 
to Surgeon-Colonel Smith and ex-County 
Inspector Scott respectively ; and whether 
they intend to pursue the same policy 
n the case of other farms where the 
tenant's interest is offered for sale on 
Tils estate. 


Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 


\nswer to the first inquiry is, in no case, 


Purchase of Turbary on the King-Harman 


state. 
Mr. TULLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Estates Com- 


missioners can state the total sum ad- 


vanced for the purchase of the turbary 
on the King-Harman Estate, and the 
amount of the vearly instalment for the 
repayment of this sum; what is the 
total amount of the salaries paid at 
present by the turbary trustees approved 
oi by the Estates Commissioners ; what 
steps have been taken by the Estates 
Commissioners, or the trustees approved 
ot by them, to publish to the tenants 
the terms of the trust deed dealing with 
the fuel supply ; and where can a copy of 
this trust deed be inspected by any 
of the tenants on this estate. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
amount of the purchase money was 
£1,338, and the annuity thereon is 
£43 9s, 8d. The Commissioners have no 
information as to the second inquiry, 
the matter not being under their control. 
A certified copy of the statutory scheme 
dealing with the turbary has been fur- 
nished to the trustees, and it is presumed 
that an application to them by any 
person interested in or affected by the 
scheme for an inspection of the same 
would be duly entertained. 
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Grazing Lands at Clew Bay, County 
Mayo. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Congested Districts Board 
recently purchased some islands in Clew 
Bay, near Newport, county Mayo; that 
those islands have been let to graziers 
who live long distances away, while the 
neighbouring tenants were much in need 
of them ; and if he can say why they were 
not leased or sold to the neighbouring 
tenants whose holdings are small and 
uneconomic. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Board issued public notices calling for 
tenders for the grazing on these islands, 
and in every case in which the Board’s 
tenants sent in tenders their tenders 
were accepted, but this occurred in the 
case of only three islands out of the entire 
number. The islands will ultimately be 
added to the holdings of tenants on 
neighbouring estates purchased by the 
Board, but the title to the islands has not 
vet been vested in the Board. 


The ODonell Estate. Newport, 
County Mayo. 

Dr. AMBROSE: To ask the Chie! 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that on 
the 27th ult. application was made on 
behalf of the Congested Districts Board 
to the Court of Chancery for the pur- 
chase of the O’Donell Estate at Newport, 
county Mayo; that the sale was post- 
poned until November next: can he say 
why the sale was postponed; and 
whether, considering the poverty of the 
surrounding tenants, he will use his 
influence with a view to expediting the 
sale of the estate, so that their holdings 
may be enlarged. 


(Answered ty Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Congested Districts Board have issued 
a request under Section 77 of the Act of 
1903 with regard to this estate. The 
application referred to was not made 
by the Board, but by the solicitors having 
carriage of the sale. The Land Judge 
directed the case to stand ti!l next sittings, 
the receiver in the meantime to negotiate 
with the agricultural tenants as to the 
prices they would be prepared to pay 
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to the Board for their holdings. The 
tenants are very numerous, and it was 
considered that any shorter adjournment 
would have been useless. 


Promotion in Irish Agricultural Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will state on what grounds he refuses 
to grant the independent inquiry asked 
for into the methods of promotion pre- 
vailing in the Irish Agricultural Depart- 
ment, seeing that the Press and the local 
bodies in Ireland have repeatedly ex- 
pressed the view that the facts demand 
an independent examination. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I 
have already stated that I have carefully 
looked into the facts of this case, and am 
satisfied that no further inquiry is called 
for. I have nothing to add to that 
statement. 


Irish Poor Law Reform Commission— 
Publication of Report. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can explain the cause 
of delay in presenting the Reports of 
the Irish Poor Law Reform Commission. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) There 
has been no avoidable delay. The pro- 
ceedings of the Commission, which have 
necessarily been very exhaustive, are 
approaching completion, and the Com- 
missioners hope to present their Report 
before the close of the present year. 


Government Orders for Bayonets. 

Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he will cause bayonet 
orders for a larger amount than 2,500 to 
be placed with private firms within the 
present year, inasmuch as some 19,000 
have already been turned out from the 
Ordnance Factories, 12,000 are still 
required to complete stock and reserve, 
and the proportion of private allocation 
is much higher in the case of other 
warlike stores and requisites. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Will the hon. Member kindly 


Forster.) 
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refer to my reply to a Question put by 
the hon. Member for Central Sheffield 
on the 5th instant.; 


Drainage of Bordon Camp, Hampshire. 

CotoneL WYNDHAM MURRAY 
Bath): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether any drainage takes 
place from Bordon Camp, Hampshire, 
into the sources of the River Wey, which 
flows into the Thames ; and, if so, what 
steps are being taken by the military 
authorities to prevent pollution of the 
rivers. 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) No unpurified sewage from 
Bordon Camp discharges into the River 
Wey. The effluent from the Bordon 
sewage works eventually finds its way, 
as must any such discharge in that 
locality, into the Wey, which is the 
natural watercourse draining that area. 
Difficulties have been experienced in 
attaining the degree of purification of 
the effluent desired by the river authori- 
ties, and the matter has been and is 
receiving very special attention, and 
every endeavour is being made to put 
matters upon a proper footing. 


ss 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Army Efficiency. 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War when the Regular troops ou 
home stations were last medically ex- 
amined; and if he will pledge himself 
that, with the exception of those 
temporarily incapacitated by sickness, all 
are first-class shots and physically ready 
for active service, and that every precau- 
tion has been taken to prevent the re- 
currence of the state of affairsin 1899, 
when 36} per cent. of the Regular Army 
was unable to embark for the field. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNoLpD- ForstER, Belfast, 
W ): Regular soldiers at home are under 
constant medical supervision, both by 
means of the ordinary routine inspection 
of the medical officer or of special 
examination for gymnastic courses, 
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service abroad, extensions of sefvice, 
etc., or on the orders of commanding 
ofticers for the investigation of some 
defect which may interfere with a man’s 
usefulness as a soldier, I cannot give a 
pledge that, with the exception of those 
temporarily incapacitated by sickness, 
all the men are first-class shots and 
physically ready for active service; but 
on mobilisation in 1899 it was found that 
39 per cent. of the men returned as 
unable to embark were disqualified on 
the ground of medical unfitness, while 
31°D per cent. were unfit on account of 
non-fulfilment of age and service condi- 
tions. I con:ider the proportion of those 
unfit to embark is too high, and every 
effort is being made to reduce it, though, 
of course, there will always be a consider- 
able proportion of men disqualified on 
account of their being under twenty years 
of age or insufficiently trained. As 
regards the musketry qualification, there 
is no regulation requiring Regular soldiers 
to be first-class shots as a condition of 
active service. 


Liability for Debts of Volunteer 
Battalions Disbanded. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will undertake that, in 
the event of its being found necessary to 
disband any Volunteer battalions, no 
pecuniary liability for expense legiti- 
mately incurred by commanding officers 
on behalf of the corps shall be allowed 
to fall upon such commanding officers. 


*Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: The 
Volunteer Regulations contain definite 
provisions regarding the finances of 
corps on disbandment, and there is no 
reason to suppose that these provisions 
are madequate. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: But 
suppose any corps are disbanded under 
this order of January 20th, will any 
pecuniary liabilities rest upon the 
commanding officer ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is no 
proposal in this circular to disband 
Volunteer corps. Where they have been 
disbanded in the past they have been 
dealt with under the regulation which I 
have just quoted. 
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Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE asked 
whether the circular relating to the 
efficiency of the Volunteers had been 
withdrawn. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir. 


The Volunteers—The Recent Circular. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
how many Volunteer battalions have 
been reported unfit for war; by whom 
such reports were made, and to whom; 
whether every soldier enlisted into the 
Army has no defect likely to interfere 
with marching or active service ; whether 
all Regular soldiers are first class-shots ; 
and whether, if all Regular soldiers liable 
for foreign service do not fulfil the above 
conditions, he can state for what reasons 
they are to be applied to Volunteers 
whose only obligations are for home 
service. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Nearly 
all the Volunteer battalions are in the 
same position as the Line battalions, 
that is to say, they are unfit for active 
service abroad until those men who do 
not fulfil the necessary conditions have 
been withdrawn from the ranks. In the 
cae of the Regular Army facilities exist 
for filling up the vacancies from the 
Army Reserve. No such resource exists 
in the case of the Volunteers. In reply 
to the second part of the Question, the 
Answer is that many soldiers in the 
Regular Army are unfit for active servic» 
abroad. These men w_Il not be utilised 
in case of war until they become fit. I 
consider the number larger than it need 
be, and the Army Council is making 
every effort to reduce the proportion of 
unfit men both by increasing the number 
of long-service men and by increasing 
the proportion of rejections oi those 
medically unfit. All Regular soldiers are 
not first-class shots, but the Army 
Council has the means of ascertaining 
what number of men in all mobilised 
battalions are first-class shots. They 
desire to obtain the same information 
with regard to such of the Volunteers as 
might offer themselves for active service 
abroad. No obligation is imposed on the 
Volunteers in this respect. It is quite 
true that the Volunteers are enlisted 
service only, but past 
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experience has shown that many of them 
may be relied upon for active service 
abroad in time of war. It is therefore 
considered absolutely necessary to make 
suitable arrangements beforehand for 
the employment of officers and men who 
will volunteer. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: How 
many Volunteer battalions have been 
reported unfit for war, and by whom were 
such reports made ? 


Questions. 


Mere. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 
answered that Question. No Volunteer 
battalions are fit for foreign service in 
their present condition, 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: 


any Volunteer battalions have be2n 
reported as unfit, and, if so, how many. 


Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER : My Answer | 


is perfectly clear. We are dealing merely 
with men who are likely to be engaged on 
active service abroad. No Volunteer 


battalion complies with the condition of | 
It | 
reyuires no report; it is perfectly well | 


fitness for active service abroad. 


known. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.); Will 


the right hon. Gentieman state how he | 


defines the words “a first-class shot” as 
applied to the Volunteers. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
Gentleman had better give me notice of 
that Question. 


Mr. C. R. SPENCER (Northampton- 
shire, Mid.): Has any officer commanding 
Volunteer corps answered the circular ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I under- 
s:and that a great many commanding 
officers are doing their best to obtain the 
information that we require, and no 
doubt we shall receive their reports as 
soon as they have obtained it, 


Major SEELY (Isle of Wight): I 


do not think the right hon. Gentleman | 


understands the Question. In the 
circular to which my hon. friend refers 
the information is asked for on the 


ground that many Volunteer units are 
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reported as not in a fit state to take the 
field. My hon. friend desires to know 
by whom the reports were made, and by 
whom they were received. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Rep ort 





I have | 


That | 
is not an Answer to the Question whether | 


|of the Duke of Norfolk’s Commission 
| states that many battalions are unfit for 
| war. 


Mr. OHARLES HOBHOUSE: Was 
the circular based on the Report of the 
Norfolk Commission, aud nothing els> ! 


no 
Li% 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is based 
on the Report of the Norf Ik Co:nmission 
jand a great deal of other i:formation 
submitted to the Wai Office. We are 
dealing entirely and soleiy with Volunteer 
| battalionsfor service abroad. No Volua- 
teer battalions are so fit. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: By 
whom, and to whom, were the reports 
made ? 


[No Answer was returied. } 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) asked whether the period 
| for the inspection ordered by the recent 
circular had been postponed. 


I 


We 


|) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes. 
‘thought the time was too short, 
have extended the time to October. 
The Army Council and the Volunteers. 
Stir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
| ask the Secretary of State for War if 
‘he can inform the House of the 
'text of the Resolution of the Army 
Council with regard to the physical 
and dental examination of the Volun- 
teer force for active Service now 
proceeding, and the date at which it was 
arrived at; and, further, if prior thereto 
the Director of Auxiliiry Forces and the 
Assistant Director for Volunteers were 
| called into consultation. 
| 





Mr, ARNOLD-FORSTER: Tue deci- 
sions of the Army Council are confidential, 
and I am not, therefore, in a position to 
give my hon. and gallant friend any 
information in regard to the Question. 
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Masor SEELY: Was the Assistant 
Director of Volunteers consulted in any 
way $ 


Mre ARNOLD-FORSTER: I do not 
interfere in such matters. 


Masor SEELY: He was not consulted. 


Case of Convict Thomas Leonard at 
Maryborough. 

Me. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
i beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, when the Army Council 
considered the case of Thomas Leonard, 
now imprisoned in Maryborough under a 
life sentence for desertion, the Council 
was aware that the desertion took place 
more than a year before the outbreak of 
the war, and that Leonard, who was em- 
ployed at the mines, was commandeered 
by the Boers on the outbreak of the war; 
and, if not, will he put this fact before 
the Council and ask for a reconsideration 
of Leonard’s case ; whether he can explain 
what circumstances influenced the dee:- 
sion of the Army Council in ordering the 
discharge two years ago from Mary- 
borough Prison of a man who b>longed 
to the sime regiment as Leonard, and 
who was sentenced to death for the 
murder of a soldier in South Africa during 
the late war, while refusing to discharge 
Leonard, who has now been over five 
years in prison for desertion. 


Mr, ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Army 
Couneil is aware that Thomas Leonard 
deserted before the outbreak of war. The 
evilence given at the Court-martial by 
which he was tried and sentenced for the 
offences of desertion and tr-ason, showed 
that hehad not been commandeered by the 
Boers. Leonard was sentenced in Octo- 
ber, 1902, and accordingly only completes 
three years of his sentence in October 
next, when his release will be coisidered 
if his conduct is good, H>» was sentenced 
to penal servitude for life for treason, as 
Well as desertion, in that he was found 
fighting against his country at Paurde- 
berg. The case of Private Coughlan, 
released from Maryborough Prison in 
1903, was fully stated in reply to a Ques- 
tion by the hon. Member for Kilkenny 
or February 28thf last. That case was 
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quite different as the man, who had been 
convicted for murdering a comrade with a 
rifle, appeared to have been not entirely 
responsible for his action at the time, 
owing to his physical and mental condi- 
tlon. 

In reply to a further Question the 
right hon. Gentleman said the case would 
have favourable consideration when it 
came up for review. 


Joint Stock Enterprises in the Transvaal. 

Mason EVANS GORDON § (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the laws governing the flotation 
aud operations of joint stock enterprises 
in the Transvaal remain the same to-day 
as they were before the annexation of 
the country by the British Crown; and, 
if so, whether he will consider the 
advisability of moving the Transvaal 
Government to make such alterations 
as will assimilate those laws more closely 
with those which have been found neces- 
sary and expedient for the control of 
joint stock enterprise and the protection 
of the investing public in the United 
Kingdoin. 


Tuk SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretrox, War- 
wick and Lea nington): Some amending 
legislation has been passed since anneXa- 
tion, but the principal law regulating the 
management of compinies remains the 
Law No. 5 of 1874. Tne Transvaal 
Government has drafted a law consoli- 
dating the whole of the Company Law 
on the lines of the English Acts, 1862 to 
1900, but was unable to pro:eed with 
legislation last session. I will inquire 
whether it is proposed to proceed with 
the Bill during the present sess:on. 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
Can Ministers of the Crown act as direc- 
tors of public companies in the Transvaal 
as in this country ? 


[No Answer was recurned. | 


Collection of British Trade Statistics 
Abroad. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether any general instructions have 
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been given to Consuls to collect informa- 
tion as regards trade with the United 
Kingdom as a whole, thereby releasing 
them from any obligation to use their 
best endeavours to secure information 
as to the trade with Ireland specifically. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, 8.): It is the duty 
of the Consular officers in the first place 
to collect information as regards trade 
with the United Kingdom as a whole, 
but no instruction has been issued dis- 
couraging them from securing such infor- 
mation as may be available as to trade 
with the various parts of the United 
Kingdom separately. Special Reports 
have, however, from time to time been 
obtained from His Majesty’s representa- 
tives abroad at the request of the Irish 
Department of Agriculture on matters of 
interest to Ireland. 


Motor-Car Speed in Essex. 

Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex. Chelms: 
ford): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
has received the resolution of the Essex 
County Council of July 4th as to the 
desirability of empowering justices to 
linpose a severer penalty than fines on 
motorists who drive through populous 
districts and narrow roads to the danger 
of the public; and what steps he will 
take to give effect to the resolution. 


Tre PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GEraLp 
BaLrour, Leeds, Central): I have re- 
received the resolution referred to. The 
expediency of increasing the penalties for 
offences under the Motor-Car Acts is one 
of the matters which would come within 
the scope of the inquiry which the 
Government propose to institute as Rd 
the working of these Acts. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushclifie): Can the right hon, Gen- 


tleman give any idea when the inquiry 
will be commenced and when finished ? _ 


. iMr. | GERALD BALFOUR: I hope 
the inquiry wil] commence with as little 
delay a8 possible. 
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Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Gatun 
ment Board whether his attention has 
been called to the recent proceedings at 
the meeting of the Holborn Borough 
Council, and to the fact that a special 
investigation committee recommended 
that Mr. Lewis H. Isaacs be proceeded 
against under the provisions of The 
Statutory Declarations Act, 1835; and 
‘whether, in view of the refusal of the 
borough council to take proceedings 
recommended by its special committee, 
the Local Government Board will take 
steps in furtherance ofthe public interest 
and to vindicate justice. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: [am aware 
of the proceedings referred to. 1 under. 
stand that in consequence of the action 
taken by the auditor at the audit Mr. 
Isaacs has refunded a sum of over £500, 
and admitted that his future compensa- 
tion should be reduced by £159 18s, 5d, 
per annum. I am informed that the 
debate with respect to the steps to be 
taken by the borough council in relation 
to Mr, Isaacs’ conduct stands adjourned 
until the next meeting of tae council. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not the fact that 
the special investigation committee took 
counsel’s opinion before they made the 
recommendation? Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say what that opinion was! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: [am not 
in a position to answer that Question. 


Amalgamation of Transvaal Companies. 


Masor EVANS GORDON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has 


been called to the proposed amalga- 
mation of the Johannesburg Consoli- 
dated Investment and the Barnato 
Consolidated Investment Companies; 
whether he is aware that a large amount 
of English and European capital is in- 
vested in these concerns, and that 
attempts to raise further capital in this 


country are now being made; and 
whether, seeing that owing to these 
companies being registered in the 


Transvaal the English and European 


shareholders have no means of prot cting | 


their interests or of representing their 
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views, he will bring this transaction to 
the notice of the Committee whichis at 
present inquiring into these subjects. 


Toe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY tro tHE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
I have no knowledge of the case men- 
tioned, but the attention of the Com- 
mittee has been specially directed by 
the Board of Trade to the question of 
companies registered abroad and ap- 
pealing to investors in this country. 


Merionethshire Education Grant. 
Mr. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 
shire.): | beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether any grants 
or instalments of grant which in the 
ordinary course would have become due 
and payable to the local education 


authority of Merionethshire prior to Ist | 


July have been withheld; what is the 
total amount which has been withheld; 
and what is the total amount which the 
local education authority is alleged to be 
in arrear in respect of payments due to 
non-provided schools, 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY tro tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 


(Sir Wint1am Anson, Oxiord University) : | 
No grants or instalments of grants which | 


have accrued for payment during the 
first three months of the financial year 


have been withheld; though from the | 
the Board | 
have made deductions amounting to | 


sums which have accrued 
£1,120 to meet payments made to 
managers in respect of expenses properly 
incurred by them between September 
30th, 1903, and October 31st, 1904. The 
Board have been in correspondence with 
the local education authority in refer- 
ence to the payment of an instalment of 
aid grant, and the payment would have 
been made before now had the assurances 
been received which have been asked for 
by the Board as to the fulfilment of 
certain legal requirements. I am afraid 
I cannot state exactly what further 
deductions it will be necessary for the 
Board to make to meet payments made 
to managers in respect of the above- 
named period, but | think it is quite 
probable that they may amount to 
another £500 or £600. 
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Scottish Churches Bill—Government 
Amendments. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the Lord- Advocate whether, in 
order to facilitate progress with the 
Churches (Scotland) Bill, he will place 
on the Notice Paper the Amendments on 
clauses to be proposed on behalf of the 
Government, or print the clauses as 
they are intended to stand after the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dicksox, Glasgow, Bridgton): The 
Amendments to be proposed by the 
Government will be placed on the Notice 
Paper as soon as possible after the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


The Crimes Act—Proclaimed Districts 
in Ireland. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
| Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
|can state the several counties and dis- 
| tricts in Ireland which are at the present 
| time proclaimed under Sections 3 or 4, 
or both, of The Criminal Law and Pro- 
cedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, together with 
| the date of such proclamation and the 
‘names of the Privy Councillors who 
signed the same. 





Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WALrer Lone, Bristol, 8.): 
There are fifteen counties and four 
county boroughs still proclaimed under 
these provisions of the Act, and there 
are two sets of proclamations, with 
| different signatures attached. I am 
giving the hon. and learned Member a 
list with all the information he desires; 
it is too lengthy togread, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The de- 
tailed information is not of a very long 
character, and in view of the great public 
interest in the matter, will the right hon. 
Gentleman state here the names of the 
districts proclaimed and the names of 
the Privy Councillors who signed the 
proc!amation. 


Mr. WALTER LONG read the list as 


printed on page 69. 





Mr. 
County, Tullamore) : 


HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
Is the right hon. 
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G:ntleinan aware that at the assizes for; Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis. 
King’s County held only last week the | sioners have not yet come to a decision 
Judge congratulated that county on its | as to the amount of the advance to be 
crimelessness @ made in this case. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): And is the F. G. Mayberry Estate, Kenmare, 
rizht hon, Gentleman aware that at the Mr. BOLAND: I bee to ask the 
Limerick Assizes last Thursday there (Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
Were no cases for the city of Limerick? of Yreland whether he is aware that 
Why is that city, with its crimelessness gj] the estates held by middlemen 
and where white gloves are continually ynder Trinity College in the neighbour 
presented tothe Judges, to be kept under hood of Kenmare have been sold to 
this proclamation ? the tenants, with the exception of the 


. F. G. Mayberry estate; that there are 

I > ‘eg ry ‘fe . ag ae ° . P ° 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Does the at Jeast eight evicted tenants of this 
Government intend to continue the 


: haters ; : estate who have not been restored to 
Crimes Act in force in these counties and their holdings; and that the condition 
districts ¢ of the other tenants was disclosed at the 
inquiry held by the Trinity College Com- 
mission last year; and whether. in view 
of the applications for purchase made by 
the tenants, he will call the attention of 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Govern- 
ment does not propose to make any 
change at present. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I the Estates Commissioners to this estate. 
_— any reason why Dublin City should Mr. WALTER LONG: Mr. Mavberrv’s 
ye proclaimed ? Tee Ser ey 9 

estate has not yet come before the Com- 
missioners, but [ am informed that 
negotiations for sale to tenants are pro- 
ceeding. The applications of the evicted 
tenants will be considered when the 
estate comes before the Commissioners. 


Mr. WALTER LONG. That procla- 
mation was issued in the time of my pre 
decessor. Isee no reason to make any 
change at present. I should be very 
glad indeed if I could. 


Mr. BOLAND: Is the might hon, 
Gentleman aware that the tenants cai 
get no answer from this landlord to their 
request that negotiations should be 
entered upon ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Why is 
not Belfast proclaimed ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Derry M’Edmond pate. Clonlish, King’s fp WALTER LONG: I am not 
ounty. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Ulster's Claim on the Technical 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he Instruction Grant. 
can now say if the Land Commission Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 5.): 
have come to the conclusion that a larger I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
sum than £500 can be advanced to Mr. the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
Frend for the purchase of his holding, will expend the whole or part of the 
situated on the Derry M‘Edmond Estate | surplus of £237,000 lving to the credit of 
in therbarony of Clonlish, King’s County, | the Board of Agriculture and Technical 
formerly in the possession of Amos Pal- | Instruction, either in reduction of the 
mer. Doolan, without prejudice to the | charges on the city of Belfast in respect 
wants and circumstances of other persons | of its technical institute, or in establishing 
residing in the neighbourhood, in view of | an agricultural college in such a central 
the fact that these lands are surrounded | position in Ulster as to be of real benefit 
by small holdings that it would be de- | to students in that province. 
sirable to increase; and that the sons of | 
small farmers in the neighbourhood are} Mr. WALTER LONG: The surplus 
anxious for farms, | moneys referred to consist of unexpended 


aware of thut. 
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palances of that portion of the Depart- : 


ment’s endowment which is applicable to 
expenditure on agricultural industries or 
sea fisheries, Legislation would appear 


to be necessary, therefore, for the appli- | 


cation of any portion of this surplus in 
respect of technical instruction. I am 
informed that the agricultural station in 
Ulster is situated near the railway junc- 
tion at Clones and is easy of access from 
all parts of the province. It is the inten- 
tion of the Department to promote the 
establishment of additional stations in 
Ulster when a supply of qualified teachers 
becomes available. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: [s the right 
hon, Gentleman aware that the agricul- 
tural station is on the extreme edge of 
Ulster and ina most inaccessible part ? 


{No Answer was returned. ] 


Cost of Teaching Irish in Irish Schools. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will 


state , 


what amount has been expended by | 


the Board of National Education in 
Ireland, in each of the years 1902, 1905. 
and 1904, on the teaching of Irish as an 
extra subject in schools. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In 1902, 
£3,050; in 1903, £7,220; and in 1904, 
£12,069. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: What return 
is there for the expenditure of this enor- 
mous sum cf money? Could it not be 
devoted to more useful purposes ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Political Discussions at Irish Teachers’ 
Meetings. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant oi Ireland if he will lay upon the 
Table of this House the circular which 
has lately been sent to the national school 
teachers by the Board of Education in 
Treland on the subject of the discussion 
of political questions at their mectings; 
and also the correspondence which led up 
to that circular. 


| that 


90 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir; this 
will be done. 


(Questions. 


Malicious Outrage in County Tipperary. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that on the 3rd June a bull was malici- 
ously injured at Ballyphilip, county 
Tipperary, by having a portion of its 
tongue cut out; what is the motive for 
this injury; and whether the police have 
been able to trace the perpetrator. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir. At 
the hearing of the owner’s claim for com- 
pensation, the motive assigned for thisout- 
rage was that the owner had taken the 
grazing farm on which the animal was 
grazing when injured. The police have 
not succeeded in tracing the perpetrator, 
but are using every effort to do so. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 


you know the motive then ? 


How do 


Irish Lord Chancellor and Statute made 
Magistrates. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
the Mr. Kelly, who has been 
appointed chairman o! Loughrea District 
Council, is the Mr. P. J. Kelly who in 
November last, ata meeting at Loughrea, 
stated that people should be shot down 
for giving extravagant prices for land; 
and who, at a meeting on 29th December 
dealing with the negotiat ons for the 
purchase of the Clancarty Estate, said 
that if there were any renegades on that 
estate they would be shot down like dogs ; 
and whether, seeing that Mr. Kelly be- 
comes a justice of the peace by virtue of 
his appointment as chairman of a district 
council, the Lord Chancellor intends to 
permit Mr. Kelly to retain His Majesty's 
commission of the peace, in view of the 
incitement to breaches of the peace which 
he has made. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have referred 
this Question to the Lord Chancellor, 
whose observations are as follows: “ Mr. 
Kelly became a magistrate under the 
provisions of the Local Government Act 
without the need of any commission, 
sanction, or approval from the Lord 
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Chancellor, and he only thereupon be- 
came amenable to the jurisdiction of the 
Lord Chancellor under the enactment 
which places him in the same position as 
other Irish magistrates in respect of 
conduct after he became a magistrate ; 
but this power does not authorise the 
Lord Chancellor to inquire into speeches 
made several months before his election.” 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: Then if such 
a magistrate commits a serious crime has 
the Lord Chancellor no power over him $ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
seems to be a hypothetical Question. 


CHARLES CRAIG: With all 
[Cries of “ Order.””| 


Mr. 
respect, Sir, it is not. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): It is a 
question of time, What is the limit 
of time which debars action by the Lord 
Chancellor ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I really think 
my hon. friends are unduly pressing me. 
Obviously in a matter such as this | can 
only give the answer I received from the 
Lord Chancellor. I do not think I am 
called upon to say what he may do in 
certain hypothetical cases. 


Mr. SLOAN: But what is the length 
of period which debars action ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have given 
the Lord Chancellor’s reply. Until the 
person in question is made a magistrate 
and comes under his jurisdiction he has 
no power over him. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): The 
Lord Chancellor refused to reprimand Sir 
Douglas Brooke, an Orange magistrate, 
for a speech he made while a magistrate 
as to arming his tenantry with guns. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is it not the fact that 
these men became entitled to act as 
magistrates under an Act passed through 
this House by a Tory Government ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


The Police and Bunting Displays at 
Armagh. 
Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, 8.): Ibeg to ask | 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | 
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; tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 


that the district inspector of police in 
Armagh visited the houses of Catholic 
licensed vintners in the city who displayed 
flags or bunting from their premises on 
the occasion of the consecration of the 
Catholic Cathedral, and compelled the 
removal of these flags; and that the 
same officer permitted the Protestant 
licensed traders to decorate their premises 
with flags on the 27th, 28th, 29th, and 
30th ultimo; and will he state on what 
grounds were the latter displays per- 
mitted and a distinction made in favour 
of traders of one persuasion. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The warning 
which was given by the local police to 
the publicans of Armagh on the occasion 
first mentioned was given in error, the 
police having misunderstood the effect of 
the instructions they had received. The 
occasion mentioned in the secor.d inquiry 
was that of an agricultural show, when 
the town was decorated by persons of all 
creeds, The question of religion does 
not arise. On neither occasion were the 
flags displayed of a Party character, and 
on neither occasion was a prosecution 
instituted. 


Conna (Cork) Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): Ibeg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state whether the 
Kstates Commissioners have received an 
application for reinstatement to his 
former holding from Mr. ThomasO’ Keefie, 
an evicted tenant on the Wallis Estate, 
Curriglas, Conna, county Cork; and 
what action will be taken by the 
Commissioners in the matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir. The 
Commissioners will consider the 
application if the estate should come 
before them. 


Waterford Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland in how many cases 
and on what estates in the county 
Waterford have the Estates Commis- 
Sioners entered into negotiation with 
landlords with the view of reinstating 
evicted tenants; what has been the 
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result of such negotiations; have the 
Estates Commissioners been able to 
acquire any land, and, if so, how much 
for the reinstatement of evicted tenants 
on other parts of the estate from which 
such tenants were evicted, or on any 
other estate, in cases where the farms 
previously occupied by them have been 
let. 


Me. WALTER LONG: There have 
been nezotiations in fourteen cases. 
Seven evicted tenants have been 


reinstated. The Commissioners have 
acquired a holding of forty acres for the 
reinstatement of another tenant, and 
proceedings are pending for the 
acquisition of 456 acres for the restora- 
tion of three others. 


Mr. POWER: Will the right hon. 
(rentleman communicate with the Estates 
Commissioners, with a view to inducing 
them to open negotiations with land- 
lords who have large tracts of vacant 
land available ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I should like 


to consider that. 


Arterial Drainage in Ireland, 

Me. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has yet arranged the terms of reference 
to the Commissioners who are to inquire 
into the subject of arterial drainage in 
Ireland; and, if so, will he state their 
names and qualifications and the specific 
terms of reference. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Ihave nothing 
to add to my previous replies to similar 
Questions, 


The Absconding of Constable Masterson. 

Me. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 
the failure of Constable Masterson, Royal 
Trish Constabulary, to surrender to his 
bail at the late Maryborough Assizes ; 
and, seeing that the grand jury found a 
true bill against Masterson, who was 
charged with feloniously wounding and 
using unnecessary violence in the arrest 


of Edward Carroll near Mountmellick on 
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the night of the 17th March last, whether 
he can say what steps are being taken to 
prevent Masterson absconding, and why 
the Crown accepted his own personal 
recognisances. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The constable 
failed to appear at assizes, and a warrant 
for his arrest was at once issued. At the 
time his personal recognisances were 
accepted there was no reason to appre- 
hend that he would abscond. His 
present whereabouts are unknown, but 
the police are e adeavouring to trace him. 


Mr. JOYCE: Tf you communicate 
with ex-Sergeant Sheridan you will find 
him. 


Mr. DELANY: Who was responsible 
for this man? Was he not living in the 
police barracks ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: He was out on 
his own recognisances. 


Kerry Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners have up to the 
present time succeeded in reinstating a 
single evicted terant in the county of 
Kerry, notwithstanding that 411 applica- 
tions have been sent to them dealing 
with persons evicted from their homes ; 
and whether he proposes to take any 
steps to ensure the more effective carry- 
ing out of the policy of the Land Act of 
1903 in reference to the reinstatement of 
evicted tenants. sf 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T have nothing 
to add to the replies which I have 
already given to Questions on this 
subject. 


Mr. MURPHY: I have not before 
asked if the Estates Commissioners have 
succeeded in reinstating one evicted 
tenant in Kerry County ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I believe I 
stated in answer to a Question the other 
day that nineteen such tenants have 
been, or are in process of being, 
re-instated by the landlords. 
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Mr. MURPHY: That isnot thepoint.| Mr. SWIFT MACN ILL: Isit not the 
How many have the Estates Commis- | fact that the Court of King’s Bench 
sioners reinstated 2 / must grant the application ? 


; ; Mr. WALTER LONG was understood 
Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. to reply in the affirmative. 
Gentleman aware that in the Parlia- . 
mentary Division I represent, although Relief of the Education Rate. 
more than half the land has been sold) fp, LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
and there is much vacant lund, not a ford): [ beg to ask the First Lord of the 
single bit has been purchased by the Jy. sury whether he will at once intro- 
Estates Commissioners for the parpose of | duce legislation in order to secure relief 
reinstating evicted tenants ! | to necessitous districts with regard to the 
burden of the education rate. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: J am not aware T HE PRIME MINIS TE R AND FIRST 


of it. ‘LORD or rue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): This import- 
Galway--Special Jurors’ Qualifications. ant matter is still engaging atten‘ion; 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to ask | but Lam not in a position to make any 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | statement on the subject, nor do I think 
tenant of Treland, in view of the fact that | that legislation in the course of the 
the qualitications of special jurors in the | present session would, in any case, be 
county of Galway are freehold interests , possible, 
in lands to the extent of £10 © year, 
leasehold interests yielding £20 a year, Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: But when 
rated occupation of ‘lands to the amount the East Ham Borough Council rescinded 
of £100, directorships of banking and the resolution they were assured by the 
certain other companies, and member- | Prime Minister that—— 
ship of a harbour beard or dock board, | 
and that few persons who would be; Mr, SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
qualified under the last two provisions | js the time to ask, not to give, informa- 
are not connected with the ownership of | tion, ‘ 
land, whether he will reconsider the 
question of the appointment of a special Royal Commission on Ecclesiastical 
jury of that county for the trial of Discipline. 
agrarian offences. Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
: , pi aches oe the Treasury whether he is able to state 
Mr. WALTER LONG : Special jurors when the Revd Commission on Neclesias- 
must belorg to five classes. In four of| ica) Discipline will issue its Report. 
these classes the qualification is the same | 
for special and common jurors. In the 
remaining class only is there any 
difference, namely, the class of rated | ; : 
occupiers. In this class the qualification ; Occasion still holds good. I have every 
is £100 rating in counties and £50 in| Teason to believe that the Report will be 
towns for spec al juries, as distinguished | in the hands of the public before long, 
from £40 and £10 respectively for | but I am not able to give any pledge on 
common juries. Orders for special juries | the subject. 
were obtained in the eases referred to 
because it wes believed that such juries 
would be fairer and niore impartial than 
common juries. Orders having been 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Answer [ 


gave to a similar Question on a previous 


The Unemployed Bill. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 


made by the King’s Bench D:vision that | Treasury whether he can now fix a 
the cases in question should be tried by | definite ‘date upon which the Committee 
special juries, I have no power to in- | stage of the Unemployed Workmen Bil 
terfere even if I desired to do so, | will be taken. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The condition 
of public business does not enable me to 
give any pledge on this subject. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether we can 
have an assurance that the Committee 
stage will be taken before the session 
comes to an end ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Gentleman will feel that the pledge 
he asks for, even if it could be given, 
would be a very inexpedient one to give. 
What is eminently desirable is that the 
Bill should pass. Nothing is gained by 
passing the Committee stage without the 
rest of the Bill. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I ask 
whether the right hon. Gentleman will 
give the Bill preference over the Re- 
distribution Resolutions as a matter of 
urgent linportance ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman appears to think the Re- 
distribution Resolutions of no import- 
ance. I differ from the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether, in view 
of the pledge which I think the House 
and the country understood him to give 
that the Unemployed Bill would be 
passed—if the word pledge has any 
meaning at all—the Government will do 
their best to pass the Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: TI certainly 
desire to pass the Unemployed Bill, as I 
have always desired ; but I do not know 
in what sense the hon. Gentleman uses 
the word pledge. I use it in its accepted 
signification. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I ask 
whether the Prime Minister has received 
communications from the demonstrations 
in favour of the Unemployed Bill which 
have now been held all over the country, 
and whether, in view of the public 
demand for the Bill, he will give ** pre- 
cedence over other subjects for whuect 
there is no public demand and which are 
relatively of less importance ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have received 
resolutions about this Bill from many 
parts of the country and from many 
bodies, including the London County 
Council, who appear to take an adverse 
view of some of its main provisions; but 
when the hon. Gentleman gives his 
comparative estimate—— 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: The country’s 


comarpative estimate, not mine. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: His compara- 
tive estimate, supported by what he 
thinks is the country’s estimate, he 
must allow me to take a _ different 
opinion. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I will raise the 


question again. 


The Butter Bill. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, as the Sale of Butter Bill is one 
of great concern to butter producers, he 
will afford facilities for its passage into 
law this session. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, S.): At the same time may I ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can now savy when he proposes to take 
the Second Reading of the Sale of Butter 
Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am desirous 
of passing the Sale of Butter Bill into 
law, but whether it is possible to do so 
in the course of the present session 
must depend on the way in which the 
House chooses to occupy its time. 


Redistribution Resolutions. 

Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, seeing the 
limited time during which it will be 
possible for Members to consider the 
probable effect of his Redistribution 
Resolutions, he will lay upon the Table 
at once such information and statistics 
as are available to enable them to form 
ar anproximate idea of their results, 
more expociaily as. affecting the relative 
position of the constituent parts of the 
United Keugdem. 


D 
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Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I hope my | 
right hon. friend will lay the Resolutions | 
and some explanatory statements and | 
figures with regard to them on the Table | 
cithe H use immediately. [Some cries | 
of “When?” ] I hope they will be in the 
hands of Members to-morrow. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Who is 
going to lay them on the Table of the 
House? Who, among the galaxy on 
that bench, is “my right hen. friend” ? | 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman may devote his time to 
discussing with his friends who the right 
hon. Gentleman is likely to be among 
those who sit upon this bench, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: A most 
improper Answerc—most discourteous. 
Keep your temper. 


Customs Vote. 
Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham. N.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he is now able to say on 
what date the Vote for the Customs Ser- 
vice will be submitted to the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR; I cannot name 
any day. Of course the claim of this 
Vote will be considered in arranging the 
business of the House along with other 
subjects which require discussion. 
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Lord of the Treasury if he proposes to 
set up a Royal Commission, Statutory 
Commission, Departmental Committee, 
or Parliamentary Committee to inquire 
into the working of The Motor-Car Act, 
1903. 

Me. A. J. BALFOUR: It is proposed 
that the inquiry should take place by 


means of a Royal Commission, 


Mr. SOARES: I beg to ask the First 


| Lord of the Treasury whether, in view of 
'the majority by which the First Reading 


of a Bill to amend The Motor-Car Act, 
1903, was carried, and having regard to 
the number of accidents which have 
recently happened owing to the danger- 
ous driving of motor-cars, he will give 
facilities for this Bill, which is framed 
with the sole object of preventing driving 
to the public danger, and enable it to 
become law this session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman gives me two reasons why 
this Bill should be treated with peculiar 
favour. The one is thit the division on 
the First Reading showed a very large 
majority in favour of the First Reading, 
and the other is that the Bill is brough: 
in with the best intentions. I would 
point out that, as a rule, the First 
Reading of most private Members’ Bills 
is passed unanimously, and that gool 


intentions are, I hope, a characteristic 0: 


The Colonial Conference. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether it is intended to 
hold a Colonial Conference in the year 
1906; and, if so, whether the British | 
representatives at such conference will be 
free to discuss the advisability of a 
system of preferential trading based on 
the taxation of food and raw material 
imported into this country. 


| House agrees, or otherwise 


all legislation brought into this House. 


Public Accounts Committee's Report. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
1 beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can now say what 
arrangement he proposes to make in 
order to carry out the undertaking 
given on 17th April to give either one 
of the days allotted to Supply, if the 
a Friday 


Or an evening sitting, for the considera- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have nothing | 
ae ee Committee’s Report, and its decision 


to add to what I have already said, I am 
afraid at undue length, upon this 


subject. | 


The Inquiry into the Working of the 
Motor-Car Act. 


Mr. CATHOART WASON (Orkney. 
and Shetland): [ beg to ask the First | 


the discussion which my 


tion by the House of the Public Accounts 


thereon. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to give 
the evening of Wednesday, July 26th, for 
hon. friend 
presses for, but that must be subject 
to unforeseen contingencies. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: One un- 


foreseen circumstance is that we are 
getting merely an evening instead of 
a Whole day. 


Minister of Commerce. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he intends to introduce this session the 
measure, promised in His Majesty’s 
Speech from the Throne, to raise the 
status of the Local Government Board 
and the Board of Trade and to create 
a Minister of Commerce. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it is 
desirable to introduce the Bill, but 
whether it is proceeded with obviously 
depends on whether it is treated as an 
uncontentious measure or not. 


Workmen's Compensation Act Amend- 

ment Bill. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in view of the 
fact that a Bill to amend the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act has been repeatedly 
promised by the Government, he will 
give an early opportunity to complete 
the Second Reading debate in order that 
the Bill mav be sent to a Standing 
(‘ommiitee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It would be 
quite vain for me to allocate tim» for 
the further stages of this Bill unless I 
had some reasonable hope of passing it 
into law, but I can give no final Answer 
on the subject at present. 


Mr. FENWICK — (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): May I ask whether, having 
regard to the specific charges which have 
been brought on this subject against the 
Opposition in general and the Labour 
Members in particu'ar, the right hon. 
Gentleman will take care that due notice 
is given of his intention to resume the 
debate on the Second Reading of this Bill 
so that answers may he given to those 
charges ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not 
aware that any charges have been made 
against the hon, Gentleman, Of course, 
I am always desirous of giving what 


notice I can of Bills, and I am sure the , 
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/hon. Gentlemin would be glad to see th> 

measure pressed on under any circun- 
stances. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE—SIR E 

GREY'S VOTE OF CENSURE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to put to the 
right hon, Gentleman the Leader of the 
House a Question which I deferred at 
his request two or three days ago— 
namely, whether, in view of the very 
explicit statement h» made last week, in 
moving his Motion regarding the Aliens 
Bill, as to the future pro pects of the 
session, he will now state the measures 
which the Government propose to pro- 
ceed with and those which they propose 
to abandon. There are two other 
Questions I would ask of the right hon. 
Gentleman. The first is whether it is 
think it has been 
amicably settled, that the Volunteer 
Vote will be taken on Thursday; and 
the second is what day he wil! give for 
the fiscal Motion of my right hon. friend 
the Member for Berwick, 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: I desire to 
thank the right bon. Gentleman for 
deferring his Question till to-day, and to 
express my regret that I was not able 
to be present in the House last Thursday. 
With regard to the matter of the 
Question, [ have to point out to the 
House tliat it is extremely early in the 
session to make a general declaration 
with regard to immediate business, and 
I do not think anything would be gained 
by it. I have alrealy told the House 
that it is clear that we must pass the 
Aliens Bill and the Resolutions on re- 
distribution, if the House consents so to 
do, and that we must dea! with the 
ecclesiastical difficulties in Scotland ; but 
[ think it would be very inadvisable at 
the present time to go further into 
details. With regard to the Volunteer 
Vote, I was informed at the rising of the 
House last ‘Thursday that the Irish 
Members were prepared to give up a day 
which had been allocated to them in 
favour of this Vote—— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Postpone. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, to defer 
their day in favour of the Volunteer Vote; 
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and I was strongly pressed by one or two | inconvenient to give a day in the first 
hon. Gentlemen below the gangway to | week after the reassembling of the House, 
give Thursday for that purpose, I replied | and I suggested a day in the second week 
that, in my judgment, the Secretary of | for the vote of censure. Well, Sir, that 
State’s Vote, on which larger and more | offer was gladly accepted by right 
general questions could be raised, would | hon. Gentlemen opposite, but for 
be a very fitting subject for the only | quite a different vote of censure— 
remaining day which we can afford to|a Motion on a wholly alien subject— 
Army matters, but that, of course, if it} and the right hon. Baronet’s Resolu- 
was the view of the right hon. Gentleman | tion has slept from that day to this.. 
the Leader of the Opposition, with the | I venture to point out to the House the 
full consciousness that this was the last | extreme inconvenience of the course now 
day, that the Volunteer Vote should be | taken by the right hon. Gentleman. We 
taken first, I should, in accordance with | cannot have this vote of censure in any 
the principles which were laid down some | case for a fortnight, because by the 
years ago, and which I have endeavoured | Sessional Orders of the House the time is 
scrupulously to follow, take the Volunteer | occupied either with Supply or with the 
Vote first. I understand that the right | Aliens Bill. [Opposition cries of “Fri- 
hon, Gentleman, having considered all | day” and ‘‘ Wednesday evening.”] Do 
the circumstances of the case, is of opinion | right hon. Gentlemen seriously mean 
that the critics of the Government would | that a vote of censure is to cover no 
prefer the Volunteer Vote before the} more ground thancan be covered in a 
Secretary of State’s Vote; and that | morning sitting or half aday? There is 
being the position, I have no alternative | another point. The right hon. Gentle- 
but to arrange that the Volunteer Vote | man was present just now when I was 
shall come first on Thursday and the | bombarded by hon. Gentlemen opposite 
Secretary of State’s Vote second. Ihbope | representing various interests and views 
it will be so arranged that some time may | with Questions pressing me to take this 
be left for the more general discussion on | or that Bill—the Unemployed Bill, the 
the Secretary of State’s Vote. |Workmen’s Compensation Bill, _ the 

As to the final Question of the right | Butter Bill, and others. There is also a 
hon. Gentleman, it came upon me really Bill in which the right hon. Gentleman 
with the shock of a surprise. He asks and his Scottish friends, as well as Scot- 
that I should now fix a day for the| tish Members on this side of the House, 
discussion of the Motion put down in | ar deeply interested—a Bill which is 
the name of the right hon. Member for really of the greatest importance, and 
Berwick. I think it was six weeks ago the fate of which is now trembling in the 
when we originally thoug!t of discussing balance from the matter of time. Surely 
that Motion, and I am afraid it was 


owing not to my fault, but to my 
misfortune, that the discussion was not | W® have had such endless debates, the 


then taken. I was ill, and the vote was | time that might be spent on legislation 


deferred. Then we had a debate on this | Which is sc ardently desired, especially 
very subject on the question of the ad- | When, as I would recall to the right hon. 


journment for the Whitsun holidays ; and Gentleman, there is an occasion when 
in the course of that debate the right the subject of the vote of censure may 
hon. Gentleman made a long and able be debated with all the appropriate 
speech and the right hon. Member for the | PO™P and circumstance, namely, the 
Forest of Dean also made an important | Second Reading of the Appropriation 
contribution to the debate, stating at the Bill. The rejection of that Bill amounts 
same time, I think, that the Motion | toa vote of censure, and the whole day 
standing in the name of the right hon, | can be devoted to the discussion. There- 
Member for Berwick was quite out of date. | fore, I earnestly press upon the right hon. 
If it was quite out of date five weeks ago | Gentleman that, having regard to the 
it is still more out of date now, | wholly peculiar and unexampled history 
Thea £ offered a day. I pointed out to | of this Motion, he may consent to defer 
the House that it would be highly | till then the discussion of it, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 








devote to this well-worn theme, on which 








it would be a great mistake for us to 








105 Business 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I suppose I am to understand as the. 
result of all this that the day is refused. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: At any rate 
the Motion cannot be taken for a fort- 
night. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I presume that in the course of that fort- 
night nO new matter will be introduced 
which the House has not yet dealt with, 
and which the House has not yet 
sanctioned. Here is a day which had 
been promised. The Motion has been 
prevented from being brought on first of 
all by the illness of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and then by the immediate urgency 
of the Butler Report question, which 
obviously took precedence of any such 
question; and now, the matter referred 
toin the Motion having received some 
significant and vital developments, 
when we ask that the promise may be 
redeemed the right hon. Gentleman says 
he cannot give a day inthe next fort- 
night. But the right hon, Gentleman is, 
{ understand, going to deal with the 
question of redistribution, with which he 
has no authority to deal, no explicit and 
no inferred authority, because the coun- 
try, whenever it gets a chance, shows that 
it does not wish to have any more of his 
Government. Therefore the right hon. 
Gentleman actually expects the House 
and the country to remain Content when 
he puts off a promise that he himself 
has given on the ground that all the 
time is occupied, and then proceeds to 
occupy the time that might be given to 
this Motion by doing something that he 
has not been asked or authorised to do. 
That is how the matter stands, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is how 
the matter does not stand. The right hon. 
Gentleman has, I regret to sav, used 
words which convey the meaning that 
Ihave refused to fulfil a pledge. That 
is not the fact. I originally offered a 
Monday. Hon. Gentlemen  cpposite 
would not take that. Then the matter 
was deferred until the Tuesday when, I 
tegret to say, I was unable to be present. 
Then I offered the next convenient day, 
and that was refused by hon. Gentlemen, 
and another vote of censure was inter- 
polated. Is not that redeeming a pledge ? 
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It is not as if there is the smallest 
attempt to burke the discussion, for I 
suggest that there is a fitting opp >rtunity 
when the whole question can be discussed 
and a vote taken on it. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
No, no! Mr. Speaker has ruled frequently 
that it would not be competent on the 
Second Reading of the Appropriation Bill 
to raise the fiscal question, as it has 
nothing to do with the Estimates. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman is right in that Ihave nothing 
more to say. But surely that can only 
be because the fiscal question has nothing 
to do with the work of the session and 
has no immediate or pressing interest for 
this Parliament. But, however that may 
be, the fact remains that there is not a 
whole day available for a fortnight. It 
does not exist. It is not a question of 
ousting the vote of censure for other 
subjects. There are, no doubt, morning 
sittings which I hope to allocate to other 
business; but there are no whole days; 
and that is a fact that cannot be got over. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, K.): The right hon. Gentleman has not 
yet given a plain and intelligible Answer. 
Does he mean to give a day, and does he 
mean to abstain during that fortnight 
from introducing a new Reform Bill into 
the House @ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As to introduc- 
ing a new Reform Bill, I do not propose 
to take the Redistribution Resolutions on 
a whole day, because there is nota whole 
day available. But I do _ propose 
distinctly to introduce those Resolutions. 
[Cries of ‘When ?”] It willmot be in the 
course of the present week. Then the 
right hon. Gentlemen asks whether I will 
give a day for the vote of censure after 
that. My view, when I came down to 
the House, not having had long notice 
of the Question, was that the Second 
Reading of the Appropriation Bill would 
be an appropriate occasion. But I 
understand that there is some doubt 
about it. I must inquire. If it cannot 
be taken on the Appropriation Bill I 
shall not take on myself the responsibility 
of preventing a discussion of the subject- 
matter. But I must express my very 





107 Business 
great regret that one of the remaining 
days of the session, which might be much 
more usefuily employed, should be taken 
up with these rather vague and empty 
debates. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman said that he 
shou!d take the Redistribution Resolutions 
on a half day. Does he expect to get 
them—— 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, no. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Only introduce them ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: When does the 
right hon. Gentleman intend to introduce 
these Resolutions? I think we ought to 
have the longest possible notice. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to begin | 


the discussion—which 


or even in two morning sittings—on 
Tuesday week. 


Mr. PIRIE: Is it a matter of necessity 
that the should end on a 
certain day ? 


session 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: T have no doubt 
that the hon. Gentleman wants to get 
away on that day. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What business will be taken on Wednes- 
day and Friday of this week ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: On Wednesday 
morning the adjourned debate on the 
Second Reading of the Scotch Church 
Bill will be taken; the Report of Navy 
Supply on Wednesday evening; and I 
hope to take the Scottish Education Bill 
on Friday. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) suggested 
that the Committee stage of the Church 
Bill rather than the Education Bill should 
be taken on Friday. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR said that the 
Lord-Advocate had to put on the Paper 
Amendments of great importance carry- 
ing out the proposals which he stated in 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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his speech on the Second Reading of the 
Bill. That could not be done until Thurs- 
day morning. He felt sure that the 
House would object to such rapidity oj 
procedure, but if the House were cor 
tent with the short notice of these Amend- 
}ments he would put the Church Bill 
down on Friday. 








| 

| Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| said he had had no opportunity of con- 
| sulting the Scotch Members on thie sub- 
| ject, but he knew of their desire to get 
on with the Church Bill. However, per- 
haps it would be better not to determine 
| the question that day. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE suggested that, 
as the Scotch Members did not appear to 
agree as to which of the Scotch Bills 
'should be proceeded with. both Bills 
/should be withdrawn in favour of the 
| Unemployed Bill. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| [No Answer was returned.] 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) pointed out that if the discus- 
sion were taken on Friday, they would 
not have any knowledge of the opinion in 
Scotland on the Lord-Advocate’s Amend- 
ments. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will do my 
| best to meet the wishes of hon. Members 
i generally. I cannot now determine the 
| point. 

| GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
| Haverfordwest) asked whether on Thurs- 
‘day next, when the Volunteer Vote was 
| to be taken, the Secretary for War would 
| have sufficient time to make a general 
statement on the efficiency of the Army 
under the new scheme. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend is very anxious to make that 
statement, but I do not know whether 
there will be time left for it on Thursday. 


*CoLonEL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square) suggested that the War Office 
Vote should be taken first on Wednesday 
evening to allow time for the statement- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
order of Supply was arranged in accord- 
ance with the wishes of the Leader of the 
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Opposition. 
right hon. Gentleman, who had made a 
specific request with all the facts before 
him, that the Question should be ad- 
dressed. 


Ste J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) asked if it was intendel to proceed 
with the Marriage with a Deceased Wile’s 
Sister Bill. The Standi.g Comm‘ttee 
on Law was to be summoned for Thurs- 
day to deal with it. 


CoLoNEL LOCK WOOD (Essex, Epping) 
suid he tried the other night to get the 
order discharged but was unsuccessful. 
He would move again that day. 


Later, 


CoLoNEL LOCK W0OD moved that the 
erder for the committal of the Marriage 
with a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill to the 
Standing Committee on Law [April 7th] 
be discharged and the Bill withdrawn. 
{ )PPOSITION cries of * No.”’] 


*\Me. SPEAKER: As there is objection 
to the Motion it cannot be taken now. 


TOWN TENANTS (IRELAND) BILL. 


Reported, from the Standing Com- 
mittee 01 Law, ete., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
bs printed. [No. 256.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 


Standing Committee tobe printed. [No. 
236] 
Bill, as amended (in the Standing 


Committe), to be taken into considera- 
tion to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 
265.) 
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SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES): 


Mr. Hatsry reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had dis- 
charged the following Members fron the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure :--Mr 
Higham and Mr. Joyce; and had ap- 
pointed in substitution:—SirCharles Dilke 
and Mr. Jordan. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


AMEND- 
MENT (VINCENT SQUARE) BILL. 
“To amend The Public Schools Act, 

1868, so far as it affects Vineent Square, 

Westm nster,’ presentel by Dr. 

Macnamara; supported by Sir Mancierjee 

Bhownaggree, Mr. Benn, Mr. Burns, Mr. 

Crooks, Mr. Lough, Mr. Louis Sinclair, 

Mr. Cust, and Mr. Cohen; to be read a 

second time upon Tuesday, July 25th, 

and to be printed. [B.ll 266.] 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT RESTRICTION 
BILL. 

“To restrict the punishment of 
whipping to the cases of male offenders 
under the age of sixteen vears,” presented 
by Mr. Lloyd Morgan; supported by 
Mr. H. D. Greene, Mr. John Burns, and 
Mr. Abel Thomas; to read a second time 
upon Monday next, aad to be printed. 
[Bill 267.] 


ALIENS BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N. R., 


| Thirsk) in the Chair ] 


CANALS (No. 2) BILL. | 

Ordered, That the Examiners of | 
Petitions fer Private Bills do examine | 
the Canals (No. 2) Bill, with respect to | 
compliance with the Standing Orders | 
relative to Private Bills. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 23, to leave out from the 
word ‘if,’ to the end of the line, and insert the 
words ‘ it can be shown that he has not in his 
possession or is not in a.’ ”’—( Mr. Bright.) 
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Question put, “That the words pro- 
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The Committee divided :—Aves, 198; 


posel to be left out stand part of the | Noes, 126. (Division List No. 254.) 


clause.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allbusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, Joan Stanhope 
Arnold, Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Vagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bain, Colonel] James Robert 
Baird, Jobn George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfovr, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfovr, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfovr, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

3ingham, Lord 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

3rodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Bell, William James 


Campbell, RtHnJ.A.(Glasgow) | 


Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles Wiltiam 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.( Wore) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Charles Curtis(Antrim, $ 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davenport, William Bromley | 


Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Crarles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, RtHn. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt Hn. A. Akers- 
Dyke, RtHn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir 1. George 
Fellowes, RtHn. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn. SirJ(Man’cr 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Firbank, Sir Joesph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 





AYES, 
| Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
| Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
| Gardner, Ernest 
| Gordon, Hn.JE(Elgin & Nairn) 
| Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
| Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
| Goschen, Hon. George J. 
| Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Groves, James Grimble 
' Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marqof (L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, IL. (Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords. N.W 
| Heaton, Jobn Henniker 
| Hickman, Sir Alfred 
| Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 
| Hope, JF(Sheftield, Brightside 
| Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
| Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
| Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
| Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herb. Merton 
| Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.ColW. 
| Kerr, John 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lievt.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End 
Lee, Arthur H(Hants,Fareham 
| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, RtHn. Walter (Bristol,S 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
| Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
| Macdona, Jobn Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
| M‘Artbur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
| Marks, Harry Kananel 
| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 


| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


| Morpeth, Viscount 
| Morrison, James Archibald 
| Mount, William Arthur 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
| Murray, Col Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
| Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
/ Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, 8. Forde 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpoo!) 
Sackville, Col. $8. G.(Stopford 
Samuel, Sir H. 8. (Limehouse) 
' Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, SirH. (Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, HC( North’ mbTyneside 
Smith, RtHnJ Parker(Lanarks 
| Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edwd. Jas(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes) 
| Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxtetl. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
| Vincent, ColSirC.EH(Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt. HnSir Wm. H. 
| Warde, Colonel C. E. 
| Welby, Lt-Col. ACE.(Taunton) 
| Welby, Sir Chas. GE (Notts.) 
| Wharton, RtHn John Lloyd 
| Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


Abraham, William (Cork N.E 
Allen, Gharles P. 

Benr, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Pryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, k. Havilana 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, NE( York.NR. Whitby 
Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


Campbell, John (Armagh S.) | 
Campbell-Banrerman, Sir H. 


Richard Knight 
Chapring, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winstor Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter( Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
(rombie, John Wiliam 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin. Chas. Ramsay (Galway | 


Causton, 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, CaptEC.(SAndrw’sBghs | 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
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Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart | 


Wrightson, Sir Thom as 
Wyndham. Quin, Col. W. H. 


NOES. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Grant, Corrie 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Lewis 
Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, Jehn Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hutchinson, Dr Chas. Fredk. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 





Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
| Joyce, Michael 

| Ke nnedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
| Lamont, Norman 
| Langley, Batty 

| Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 

| Leng, Sir Johnr 

| Levy, Maurice 

| Lough, Thomas 

| Lundon, W. 

| Lyell, Charles Henry 

| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
| M‘Crae, George 
| Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Liovd (Carmarthen 
| Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
| Murphy, John 

| Nusse ‘vy, Thomas Willans 

| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

| O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
| O Dowd, John 
| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

| O’Ke ‘lly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 

| O' Malle »V, W liam 


(Greenwich) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Si 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, R. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund 
Rose, Charles Day 
Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 


(Dundee) 


Seely, Maj. JEB (Isle of Wight) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


ttHn.C.R.( Northants 
Hn. Philip James 
Donal 


Spencer, 
Stanhope, 
Sullivan, 


Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Catheart (Orkney 


Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Bright and Mr. Dalziel. 


He was not sure that it could not be 


said the Amendment which stood in his interpreted in the way that a man who 


name was an Amendment designed to 
make the language of this sub-section 


rather more clear. The 
words which he proposed to insert would 
be to direct the atter 


immigration board to wh 


the object of the sub-section, namely, the 
exclusion of those who were likely to be- 


come chargeable to Poor La 


Words of the sub-section as they stood 
they were rather am- 
and a good many different 
interpretations could be placed upon the 
‘is in a position to obta‘n the 
means of decently supporting himself.” 


Were not clear, 
biguous, 


words 


effect of the 


ition of the vert it. 


at was really 


The 


w relief. 


rates. 


the sub-section clear the other way. 
immigration board might take a very 
strict view and exclude a great many 
persons who were not paupers or ever 
‘likely to become chargeable on the poor 
He wanted to amend the clause 
in the s:nse in which it was intended to 
operate, namely, to prevent the influx of 
pauper aliens. He begged to move. 


came upon the poorrate was ina position 
to obtain the means of decently support- 
ing himself, and it was hardly for those 
who provided the workhouses to contro- 
He desired to make the words of 


The 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 24, after the word ‘ position ’ 
to insert the words ‘ without recourse to poor 
relief.’ "’—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Question propesed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Frxuay, Inverness Burghs) said 
he could not agree that the words of the 
clause as it at present stood were not clear. 
He could not accept the suggestion of 
the noble Lerd that a person by claiming 
Poor Law relief was in a position to ob- 
tain the means of decently supporting 
himselt. He cou'd not for a moment 
accept that as a proper interpretation of 
the clause. An immigrant had to show 
that he had the means of decently sup- 
porting himself and his family, and he 
could not satisfy that test if he could not 
show that he vould support himself 
under reasonably satisfactory conditions. 
He thought it would be a very undesir- 
able thing tosay that these men satisfied 
that test so long as they did not come 
on the Poor Law. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the words of 
the clause were vague, and that they 
were so was shown from the fact that 
they had received entirely different 
interpretations from those who supported 
the Kill. The right hon. Gentleman the 
}resent Chief Secretary for Ireland had 
stated that the Bill was to protect 
the British working man against competi- 
tion, but the Prime Minister and the 
{Lome Secretary had constantly taken 
the other view. In reply to Questions 
the Home Secre‘ary had declared that 
the fact of having work tocome to would 
he sufficient, but it could not be for- 
gotten that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham had 
dec'ared that the whole action of the 
supporters of the Bill was based on 
the prot ction cf the British working 
man against the competition of under- 
paid aliens, and while such views were 


put forward it could not be said that. 


there was no vagueness. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) | 


said the clause was undoubtedly extremely 
vague, and the proposed Amendment 


Lord Hugh Ceeil. 
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would make it more definite by indicating 
the proper interpretation to these who 


would have to administer the Bill. The 
desire was to exclude these men, not 
simply because they were poor but 


because they were likely to become a 
charge upon the rates. The great 
argument of prominent supporters oj 
the Bill was that our present system 
permitted persons to enter the country 
who within a very short period became 
a burden on the rates. It was onk 
reasonable that such people should be ex- 
cluded, but it was not reasonable to ask 
the House to exclude a Garibaldi simply 
because he had not the means of main- 
taining himself according to the notion 
of what an immigration officer considered 
decently. The true test was whether or 
not a man was likeiy to become a charge 
on the rates; if he was, that was a fair 
reason for his exclusion. Therefore, the 
Amendment would introduce a detinition 
which the clause at present sadly needed, 
and he was surprised that the Attorney- 
General should oppose it. The new 
suggestion of the right hon. Gentleman 
that there should be a kind of margin 
of capacity to maintain himself beyond 
which the would-be immigrant must 
be put before he was admitted, embodied 
a most dangerous doctrine. It would be 
much better to have something definite 
in the clause. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) asked whether the 
words were intended to exclude a man 
who arrived possibly with little or no 
money in his pocket, but possessing 
s rong arms, vigorous hands and fingers. 
good health, and experience for work. 
Trained artificersmight comefrom France, 
Germany or Poland ; would such men be 
excluded simply because they had not, 
say, £5 in their pockets ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY thought that. 
ordinarily speaking, in such cases the 
men would have every prospect of 
getting employment, and would be in a 
position decently to maintain themselves. 


*Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.) said 
that while the Amendment was an im- 
provement to the clause, it could be 
regarded only as a verbal improvement, 
as the whole clause was inevitably bound 
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to become a dead letter. An immigra- 
tion officer would have no means of telling 
whether or not the money a man 
possessed had been borrowed. Before 
a man landed in the United Stites he 
had to show that he possessed thirty 
dollars; but there was a regular system 
under which persons desirous of going 
to the United States wrote to a certain 
agency by whom the thirty dollars were 
advanced, and then the immigration 
officer having been passed, the loan was 
repai'l with perhaps a couple of dollars 
added. Even men whom the agency 
would not trust with the thirty dollars 
managed to get through, as they were 
met at th» pier head by a Party official 
who advanced the necessary funds, and 
by that means bought the votes of the 
immigrants for the remainder of their 
lives. There was no possible means by 
which such practices could be frustrated, 
and therefore the c'ause was bound to 
become a dead letter, a result which 
they on that side would not regret, seeing 
that the clause embodied the distasteful 
principle that a man should be excluded 
solely on the ground of poverty. 


*Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) said the 
thirty dollars illustration did not apply 
to this Bill, as there was no provision 
whatever as to the matter of money. 
The question was one not of money but 
of capacity and opportunity on the part 
of the immigrant to support hims If 
decently. The Amendment, instead of 
making the clause clearer, would confuse 
it. Under the present wording an 
immigtant was undesirable if he could 
not show that he had in _ his 
possession, or Was ina position to obtain, 
the means of decently supporting him- 
self. If he had recourse to poor relief, he 
would not be supporting himself, and 
therefore the words “ without recourse to 
poor relief’ were really unnecessary. But 
the idea was not simply to exclude men 
who were likely to come on the rates. 
There was another condition which made 
them undesirable. It was not that they 
themselves were likely to come on the 
rates, but that they were likely to, and 
frequently did, drive others on to the 
rates. This was an evil that was con- 
stantly happening ; destitute people came 
over here fiom foreign lands in such con- 
ditions that they were compelled to do 
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work in the unskilled labour market at 
starvation prices, with the result that 
other men w re driven frem the work 
and had frequently to have recourse to 
the rates. Recent statistics of the steady 
rise of pauperism bore eloquent testi- 
mony on this point and—— 


Tue CHAIRMAN: I think that is 
hardly relevant to the present Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr. MARKS said he would take another 
point. The regulations proposed in th- 
clause under discussion might be a new 
departure so far as this country was con- 
cerned, but they were not a new departure 
in other countries. Great Britain was 
practically the only country in the world 
which had not made regulations for the 
restriction of pauper immigration. Such 
restrictions and regulations had existed 
for years in the chief Continental 
countries. They alrealy existed in 
Austria, Bavaria, Belgium—— 


THe CHAIRMAN: I must ask the hon. 
Member to keep closely to the Amend- 
ment before the Committee. It is a very 
definite and specific one. 


*Mr. MARKS said he was endeavouring 
to show that the Amendment would 
weaken the provision of the Bill, a 
provision which existed and worked 
satisfactorily in other countries, It, 
was the very existence of this provi 
sion in other countries which imposed 
upon this country the necessity of making 
the regulation now proposed. It was 
because other countries such as France, 
Germany, and Switzerland refused to 
take this undesirable class of immigrant 
that the burden which they refused to 
assume was imposed upon us, and made 
this provision essential. He hoped th» 
Amendment would be rejected. 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) said 
that if the Home Secretary was sincere in 
saying he had no desire to keep out men 
simply because they were poor, there could 
be no bar to the acceptance of this Amend- 
ment. The speech just delivered conclu- 
sively proved that there was a very real 
danger of misunderstanding unless some 
such words were inserted. The action of 
the Government in leaving the matter to 
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be d.cided absolutely by a bureaucratic 
body nominated bythe Home Secretary 
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| 


rendercd an exact definition imperatively | 
| 


nec:ssary. Under the clause as it stcod 


| 
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Attorney-General could very well deal 
with the legal aspect of the Bill, but 
they were now dealing with the 
political aspect of it. The ques. 


it would be possible to exclude all) tion was whether the clause would keep 
| out undesirable immigrants or whether it 


competing labour--— 
*Mr. MARKS: Not all. 


Mayor SEELY: 
poor. Jf the hon. 
mean that—— 


Member does not 


*Mr. MARKS: I mean exactly what I 
said, viz., that there is a certain class of 
unskilled labour which comes into this 
country under conditions so distress- 
ful that it is obliged to accept any sort 
of starvation wage in the labour market. 


Major SEELY: This 
make the Bill have a protective opera- 
tion. 

THe SECRETARY or 


STATE ror 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERS- | ine same views 


Dove as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
no, 


No, 


Mayor SEELY: If the right hon. 
Gentleman does not agree, why not accept 
the noble Lord’s words or else make a 
clear statement of what is meant by the 
Government 2 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) protested 
against the Government not expressing 
their opinion upon this Amendment. Tie 


clause may | 


| Was 


of a protective character. The 
Home Secretary was the political official 


in charge of the Bill, and he ought to tell 


If it be sufficiently | 


the House why he refused to accept 
an Amendment which made it clear 
that there was no protective intention, or 
whether he studiously wished to leave it 
Vague in order to favour those who had 
protective designs, 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that asthe 
hon. Member for Oldham was anxious to 
know whether his views were the same as 
those of the Attorney-General he was per- 
fectly willing to give his opinion. He had 
not risen before because he thought it was 
hardly worth while for two members of 
the Government to repeat the same 
arguments, when they happened to hold 
Their object was to 


| keep out undesirable aliens and not the 
| Other object which had been attributed 


to them. He did not think the words in 
the Bill were open to the charge of being 
vague or that they would be unworkable. 
The Government were of opinion that 
those words would carry out their object. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Avyes, 145; 
Noes, 203. (Division List No, 255.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,NE. 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, Sir John 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton,N E(York,NR, Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbe!l-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton.{Richard Knight 


Major Seely. 


| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
| Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas.Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M(Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 





Ellice, CaptEC(S Andrw’sB’ghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 





Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Grant, Corrie 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
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Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W , 
Lamont, Norman | 
Langley, Batty | 
Law. Hugh Alex (Donegal, W) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall | 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lindon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

MCrae, George 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, RtHn. John (Montrose 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 
Nussey. Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J(Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Bagot, Capt Josceline FitzRoy 
sain, Colonel James Robert 
jaird, John George Alex. 
Balearres, Lord 

Jalfour, Rt Hn AJ (Manch’r | 
Jalfour, Capt. C.B. (Hornsey) | 
Jalfour, RtHnGeraldW(Leeds 
dalfour, Kenneth R(Christch. | 
Banbury, Sir Fredk. George 
Jarry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
tignold, Sir Arthur 

sigwood, James 

sill, Charles 

singham, Lord 

Blundell, Colone: Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Atbert 

srodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Campbell, Rt.HnJA(Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn JA(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
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O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Price, Robert John 


teddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Russell, T. W. 


' Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 


Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles FE. 

Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


| Sheehy, David 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 


NOES, 


| Coates, Edward Feetham 


Cechrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Dovglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S. | 


Cripps, Charies Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatbam) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


| Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph C. | 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


| Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon | 
| Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir Jonn E. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwynEdward 
Fergusson, RtHn SirJ (Manc’r) 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisber, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescve 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, Hn J E (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir Jobn Eldon 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
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; Spencer, RtHnCR(Northants) 
| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
| Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxtet! 
Tomkinson, James 
| Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Chas. Phi'ips 
| Ure, Alexander 
| Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley;" 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orknev 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
| Wilson, Fred. W.(NorfolkMid. 
Wilson, Henry J (York, W.ER. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


- 
a. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Winston Churehill and 
Major Seely. 


Greene, W. Raymond(Cambs) 
|. Grenfeli, William Henry 
| Groves, James Grimble 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Asnford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir Jas. (StaffordsNW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert % 
| Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
| Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, JF (Sheftield, Brightside 
| Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
| Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
| Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
| Kenyon, Hn. Geo T (Denbigh) 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Rt Hn Col W. 
Kerr, John 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
| Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
| Laurie, Lieut.-General 
i Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
| Lawson, Hn H.LW.(Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
| 
| 
| 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
| Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
| Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
‘ Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestott 
| Lucas, ReginaldJ(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
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! Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 


Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpoo!) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Ear! 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Sackville, Col. 
Samuel, Sir H. 


Smith, Hn. W. 





Strovan, John 


| 


Pryce-Jones, Lt-Col. Edward | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
horough) moved to leave out the word 
“decently”? in Sub-section (a) providing 
that an alien immigrant should be con- 
sidered undesirable “if he cannot show 
that he has in his possession, or is in a 
position to obtain, the means of decently 
supporting Himself and his dependents.” 
The Amendment was a simple one. The 
clause as at present drafied made it 
imperative fora man coming into this 
country to show that he had the means 
to maintain himself and his dependents 
decently, otherwise he was liable to be 
refused admission. His contention was 
that the word “dee-ntly” was too am- 
bigaous to put into an Act of Parliament, 
and especially was it so in this instance, 
because the word was not to be ia- 
terpreted by a Court of law. It had in 
this case to be interpreted by the 
immigration officer, or, in the case of a 
dispute, by the immigration board. At 
certain ports a man might be able to 
come in with a muck smalkr sum than 
at other ports. There was no standard 
of living fixed in the Bill at all. A man 
with a wage of thirty shillings a week, 
if he had a careful and thriity wife 
and if he was a sober individual, 
might be able to support himself, his 
wife, and three or four children, 
but again, another man with the 


-ame wage and only one or two children, 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. ChasTnomson | Tuff, Charles 
Roberts, Samuel! (Sheffield) 
Rollit, Sir Abert Kaye 

toyds, Clement Molyneux | Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) | 
Rutherford, W. 
S. G. Stopford 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Roimford) 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside | 
Smith, RtHnJ Parker (Lanarks | 


Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, RtHn.Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M.. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry | TELLERS FOR THE 
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| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 

| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M, 

| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edwaré 
Vincent, Col Sir CEH(Sheffield 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.Col. A.C. E. (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. ( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton undLyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H. (Yorks 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


W. (Liverpool 


S. (Limehouse 


F. D. (Strand) 


NOEs-— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


if he was a dissolute character, could not 
maintain his family decently. Perhaps 
the Home Secretary would be goo 
enough to give the House «an idea of 
what the word “decently”? meant in regard 
to a man niaintaining himself and lis 


family. It was practically impossible to 
say what was decently maintaining 
oneself. Some men spent little and yet 


maintained themselves decently, and 
some, again, spent large sums of money 
and yet never had a decent home for 
themselves. 


Amendment propos "we 


“In page 1, line 24, to leave ont the word 
‘decently. ?”’—(Ur. Levy.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘decently’ out stand pait of the 
clause.” 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS | said the 
Government could not possibly agree to 
leave out the word “ decently” because 
they attached very great importance to 
it. The hon. Member had drawn a 
distinction between a working man who 
on coming here would be able, with the 
cxpable management of a frugal wife, ro 
keep himself on a low sum of money, and 
another who, under other circumstances, 
could not support himself and family ona 
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likesum. That, of course, would be true, 
put what they wanted to do by retaining 
the word “ decently = 
themselves that a man would not come 
here who was just able to maintain him- 
self and fam‘ly and be able to scrape 
through without living at all decently 
or living up to the standard required 
in this country. A great many aliens 
came in this condition 
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already, and | 


i; was to this fact that a very large | 


amount of overcrowding and sweating 
was Clearly due. What they were 
anxiois to do was to provide that 
aliens coming into the country should 
not be considered desirable 
should not be able to pass 
barrier unless they could show that they 
could do more than simply keep body 
and soul together. It would be impossible 
to lay down any actual money test. They 
knew what the money test was in 
America. What the aliens would have 
to show to the immigration officer was 
that there was a prospect of their being 


and | 
the | 


able to maintain themselves in a decent | 


condition — to live under satisfactorv 
sanitary conditions — and that they 
vould be able to continue to do so. This 
question had been partly debated on 
other Amendments, and he had stated 
his own view that if an alien came here 
having the offer of employment with 
decent wages that in itself would in all 
probability be accepted by the immigra- 
tion officer as satisfactory proof that the 
nian would be able to live in this country 
under conditions which would 
sanitary. If the word “decently ” were 
omitted they would simply be adding to 


be | 


the difficulty they now had in the East | 
End of London by allowing a large num- | 


ber of men to come in who were barely 


able to keep body and soul together, and | 
said he thought the word “ decently” as 


who, therefore, could not live under the 
sanitary conditions which were desired. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) 
sald the Home Secretary had made con- 
fusion worse confounded. The definition 
asked for by the hon, Member was what 
was meant by the word decently. The 
Home Secretary had never touched it, 
and had left matters more complicated 
than they were betore. Suppose he 
went to a port with £20 in his pocket. 
The immigration officer asked, ‘ Are 
you in a position to maintain yourself 
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was to assure | 


‘best understood by a 
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and your dependents decently!” The 
most proper retort would be, ‘“ What 
do you mean by decently? Do vou 
mean will I keep my home clean or do 
you mean that I have labour offered 
to me by someone who wishes to ex- 
ploit my labour?” The intention of 
the Government had been to keep 
out men who would work for less 
wages than other people—-undesirables. 
These men would not be asked if they 


would live moral lives and be law- 
abiding citizens. The intention was 
that they must also keep out the 


goods produced by the Jabour of thes» 
men on the Continent. Was that the 
real reason! He appealed to the 
Home Secretary to say what, in his 
opinion, was the standard he desired to 
maintain—a standard of money if he 
liked—a standard of cleanliness if he 
thought fit Let him give the House 
exactly the standard of decency so that 
when the immigration officer was putting 
the question the immigrant would know 
what he had to answer, It was impos- 
sible for a man witha salary of £2,000 
a vear to give a definition of the word 
decently in connection with the support 
of a family who lived frugally. It was 
no more possible for the representatives 
of the Government on the Front Bench 
to sav how far a thrifty family whos> 
income was fittcen to twenty shillings a 
week could make that money go. There 
were families brought up iv decency and 
honour whose wages never averaged one 
pound per week. He thought they had a 
right to demand from the Home Secre- 
tary his definition of the word “ decently” 
and what was included in it. 


*Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, N.) 


applied to an alien immigrant would be 
definition of 
“indecency,” and that “indecency” would 
be best defined by an illustration. He 
thought that much which he had seen 
at Whitechapel was indecent. He had 
seen, for example, eight people living 
night and day in a room 12 feet square. 
This was indecent. It was a form of 
moral ind:cency when the charity of 
millionaires enabled aliens just to main- 
tain life in a state of squalor and to 
compete with our own workmen and 
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drag down and degrade their standard 
of life. 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Whitechapel) said that he did not 
think that the hon. Gentleman’s argument 
would stand examination in view of the 
fact that there was a considerable amount 
of overcrowding elsewhere than in White- 
chapel, and where the individuals were not 
supported by charity. The hon. Gentle- 
man should look at St. Pancras and other 
parts, even of the West End of London, 
where aliens were not in evidence, for his 
definition of what was a decent standard 
of comfort. The Home Secretary had 
endeavoured to show that this Bill was 
workable; but it had been amply proved 
from that side of the House that it was 
unworkable. Under this Bill a man had 
to show that he was able to support 
himself and his dependents decently; 
but when the right hon. Gentleman spoke 
of the alien, he seemed to think that the 
alien was as child-like and bland as the 
right hon. Gentleman himself. What 
was to prevent the alien coming alone 
to this country, and saying he was about 
to earn 18s. a week? They would have 
to allow him to come in. But the next 
week, or next month, he would send for 
his wife, with perhaps ten or twelve 
children! He, and those with him, were 
quite willing to help in passing a Bill 
that would keep out diseased, criminal, 
or other really undesirable aliens, 
but this Bill would not have that effect. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
said that the hon. Member for Birming- 
ham had described what he had seen 
in Whitechapel; but that was not the 
question, The question was, what was 
going to happen at an inquiry on board 
an immigrant ship, or at the landing 
place in the harbour? ‘lhe hon. 
Gentleman had seen people  over- 
crowded ina room in Whitechapel, but 
what happened in Whitechapel would 
not be evidence on board ship. The 
conditions in Whitechapel could be dealt 
with by the sanitary authority by a 
more rigorous enforcement of the sani- 
tary laws, and not by prohibiting the 
entry of people at our ports. In the 


June number of the Fortnightly Review 
there was an article which showed that 
in the very worst parts of London where 


Mr. Middlemore, 
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overc rowding prevailed, the overcrowding 
was not caused by aliens, but, on the con- 
trary, by British population, and that 
where a Jewish population had filtered into 
those areas there had been a marked im- 
provement in that respect. The publicans 
in those districts were exceedingly 
anxious that this legislation should be 
passed because that improvement would 
be affected and their trade would not 
consequently suffer. 


*Mr. LYELL said that from the speech 
of the Home Secretary he was sorry to 
hear that the right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to have capitulated to the pro- 
tection theory held by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham. Unlesssome sort of definition 
of “decently ” were introduced, very 
much more clear and stringent than 
|that given to the Committee by the 
right hon. Gentleman, there would be no 
difficulty in finding accommodation for 
these people; but there might be 
difficulty in finding immigration officers to 
undertake the job of deciding “ decently” 
at all. He wanted to know what 
salary the Home Secretary proposed to 
give these immigration officers into whose 
hands such enormous powers of discretion 
were to be entrusted. 





*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland. 
Appleby) said that if this clause were 
allowed to stand, the standard of 
“decently” would be left to be defined 
by each immigration officer according to 
his own view. One might take a 
favourable view, and another might take 
a harsh view. Unless a specific standard 
of decency was laid down in the Bill 
there would be an absolute want of 
uniformity at the ports. 


Mr, HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire. 
Cleveland) said he wished to ask the 
Attorney-General whether the phrase 
‘decently supporting himself and his 
dependents” meant “ maintaining him- 
self and his dependents’’ in a decent 
standard of comfort, or supporting 
himself and his dependents by decent 
means. 





Sm ROBERT FINLAY: In a decent 
| standard of comfort. 
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Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said that 


on those grounds a prostitute ora criminal 
who came into this country could not be 
excluded. Supposing a man arrived here 
and produced a set of burglar’s tools, 
and said that he was a _ professional 
burglar, and could decently support him- 
self and his dependents by the exercise 
of his profession, he could not be excluded 
on the ground stated in the Bill. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: That case is 
so likely to arise ! 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Well, 
teke the case of a prostitute, what 
then 2 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said that this was a matter of 
so great and vital importance that they 
ought to have a better definition of 
“decently? than had yet been given by 
the right hon. Gentleman. They were 
entitled to know what the Government 
standard of decency was. Was it that 
the man was to be morally decent or 
financially decent ? If it were financially 
decent, he knew of families in this 
country who were able to maintain them- 
selves decently on £1 a week and less: 
and he knew aliens, and others, who 
were not able to maintain themselves 
decently on £1 a day. It was clearly 
desirable to know by what standard of 
decency persons coming from abroad 
was to be tested. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he thought his 
hon. friend was entitled to some further 
explanation either from the Home 
Secretary or the Attorney-General. It 
seemed to be common-sense that no 
word should be put into an Act of 
Parliament unless that word was capable 
of definition. He undertook to say that 
the Prime Minister, or the Home 
Secretary, if he were one of the im- 
migration officers, would not be able to 
define “decently” in any one of the 
half-dozen cases enumerated by hon. 
Members, and put that definition on 
paper. He felt very strongly, with his 
hon. friends, that this word * decently” 
should be left out. What he wanted 
was that the Bill should be made a 
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workable measure, and that the least 
possible pressure should be placed on 
these unfortunate people who were 
brought over here, if they could show 
that they were able to make a living. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester E.) said he hoped 
the hon, Gentleman would allow him to 
state that he absolutely differed from 
him in the principle he had laid down 
that they must not use in the Bill 
a phrase which was incapable of an 
accurate mathematical definition. That 
was a statement which was absolutely 
and wholly contrary to common-sense ; 
and no stronger proof had been given 
of that than the speech which the 
hon. Gentleman had just made. What 
the hon, Gentleman said was—‘‘ Cut out 
the word ‘decently.’ What we want is 
only to exclude those who will not make 
reasonable citizens.” But what was 
a reasonable citizen ? Silence, of 
course! The truth was that the hon. 
Gentleman himself showed how wholly 
absurd was the demand which he 
made. Two hon. Gentlemen, to whom 
he always listened with the greatest 
respect—the hon Member for Durham 
and the hon. Member for Wansbeck— 
both made the same point. They said 
that this word ‘decently ” should not be 
in the Bill because it was incapable of 
definition, They stated that they knew 
people who could live decently upon £1 
a week or less; but then they knew 
what “decently” meant. They had a 
very clear and practical working idea in 
their minds as to what “ decently ’’ meant. 
Was not that an illuminating reason why 
the immigration officer should have a 
practical knowledge of what “decently” 
meant? It was clear that if they were 
to make this Bill carry out its objects 
they must endeavour to secure that im- 
migrants who would lower the standard 
of living in this country should be 
excluded. But there might be cases 
in which an immigration officer might 
admit a person who would lower the 
standard; and also cases in which he 
might refuse admission to persons who 
would not lower it. The broad direc- 
tions given to the immigration officer 
would allow him to carry out the object 
of the Bill; and he rejected as a'together 
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unworthy of this country that the word 
should be rejected. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said he thought 
the Prime Minister had lost sight of the 
fact which would cause great confusion in 
the Law Courts if an immigrant had to 
appeal against 
immigration officer. The right hon. 
Gentleman had made it quite clear that 
even the House of Commons could not 
give a clear definition of what the word 
meant, and thus it would afford the law- 
yers a pletext for Jong discussions in the 
Courts. He thought the Attorney-General 
ought to attempt to give them some de- 
finition. The Prime Minister, finding 
himself in a dilemma, threw the onus of 
defining the word on the Opposition, but 
if he would change places with them they 
would willingly undertake the responsi- 
bility of defining it. 


Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said it 
was not a question of living on £1 a week, 
or whether the immigrant was thrifty 
and brought with him a wife who could 
assist him. It was a question whether 
he would be able to earn wages to enable 
him to live decently; and that was a 
matter which the immigration officer 
ought to decide. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said that if the test were to be that aliens 
should be able to support themselves, it 
strengthened it to say that they should 
decently support themselves. 


*Mr. FENWICK said that the Bill 
would admit men under a labour con- 
tract; and he, therefore, objected to the 
rate of wages as the test in the matter. 


Question put, and negatived., 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE moved an 
Amendment, in order to include within 
the category of undesirables under the 
Act such men as are “ brought into this 
country under contract or to take the 
place of workmen during a trade dispute.” 
He was quite conscious of the fact that 
the hard and fast line laid down in this 
Amendment with regard to contracts 
would require mcedification if the Amend- 
ment was agreed to, They had known 


Mr. A. J, Baljour, 
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cases both in the United States and in 
the Colonies where professional singers or 
even preachers or lecturers going into 
those countries under agreements to sing 
ot speak had been excluded because they 
sought to go in under contracts. The 
Amendment was not intended to touch 
cases of that kind. But if some such 
Amendment as this was not adopted some 
plan could be adopted similar to that 
adopted in the United States in the early 
days of the attempts to restrict immi- 
gration. Agents were then appointed in 
every European country from which the 
aliens came to supply contract labour. 
He put it to the Attorney-General 
whether a workman might not come to 
this country without a cent in his pocket, 
but, having a contract for employment 
for three, six, or twelve months, would 
be eligible to enter under the Bill. 
Chinese labourers might even be im- 
ported as they were in South Africa. 


‘They read that night that gold mines 


were supposed to have been discovered 
in Donegal. If the proprietors of those 
mines endeavoured to introduce Chinese 
labourers to develop them, it would be 
perfectly competent for them to do so 
under contract. The question of strikes 
was a very important consideration 
indeed. He could cite two cases where 
workmen in ironworks who were vilely 
underpaid—men who had not even a 
pound a week—were agitating for an 
advance of wages when a gang ol 
Spaniards and Poles were brought in 
under contract by their employers, and 
they were threatened that unless they 
remained content with their existing 
wages, more foreigners would be intto- 
duced. They might be told that the 
workmen so threatened would be no 
worse off than they were now. He 
admitted that the object of this Bill was 
to protect British labour against undue 


_and unfair competition by foreigners. 


He submitted, as a matter of fair play, 
that an employer shou!d not be able to 
call on reserves of foreign labour, and 
defeat his own workmen with whom he 
was at war during a strike. 


Major EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): Will the hon. 
Member tell me how the British workmen 
will be worse off after the passing of this 
Bill ? 
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Mr. KEIR HARDIE replied that the | tective in favour of the British workman. 
Bill proposed to give protection tounder- | The hon. Gentleman would keep out 
paid British labour against the com-jevery alien, whether flying from a 
petition of foreigners. At the present | political or religious chatge or not. 
time the workman knew he had no such | 
protection, but if this Bill became law he | Mr. KEIR HARDIE (interposing) said 
would relatively be worse off than he was | that the right hon. Gentleman had 
now, because he would have a nominal | evidently not read his Amendment. Its 
protection. He would be more liable to | only object was to prevent foreign work- 
competition under the Bill than he was men from being brought in under contract. 
now. Under the Bill no poor workman | 
could come in unless he brought a contract 
of employment with him, and therefore the | 
whole machinery would be set up for im- 
porting foreign workmen under a contract 
of employment, and it would be easier for 
the employers who wanted to obtain a 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said that was to 
| say that a man who might be flying from 
| religious or political prosecution was to be 
denied asylum in this country if he had 
made a contract with any employer of 
f forei ‘ netic labour. The strange argument of the 
gang “6 ae workmen se atari ies ‘hon. Gentlemin was due to his entire 
egereey &. British workman who misapprehension of the effect of the Bill. 
was being threatene! with a strike or 4/ ‘The hon. Gentleman was under the 
lock-out would find his position Worse | delusion that if the Bill were passed in its 
under the Bill than he did at present. | present form it would be easier for an 
The Government had no right to so legis- ‘employer to obtain foreign indentured 
late as to give the employer an unfair se 


cet hi é pole ‘labour, or labour under contract, to 
ro ag rer 8 , I 0 Fi . ° = - *,¢ 
advantage Over MIS workman @urINg a | support him in a contest with his British 
trade dispute. 


workmen. On the contrary, so far as the 
| Bill had any effect one way or the other 
; in the matter, it would make it more 
“ Ave » 95. af a ee, Doked ; . 
_ “In page 1, line 25, after the word ‘or,’ to) difficult for the employer to obtain labour 
insert the words, ‘(b) if he is being brought : | | : p 
into this country under contract, or to take the | Tom abroad. At present an employer 


Amendment proposed — 


place of workmen during a trade dispute.’ ” had the completest freedom to make any 
(Mr. Keir Hardic.) contract he liked with foreign workmen 
| and bring them in under any terms, The 


+4) . 10 com. so words | *s : ia . 
Question propos: d, hat those word: | Bill for the first time limited the power of 
be there inserted. 


'theemployer in that respect by providing 
| that he could only bring foreigners in on 
| wages that would enable them to live 
idecently. In fact, insteal of any new 
privileges being granted to employers 
| some of their old privileges were taken 
away. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
listened with surprise and amazement to 
the hon. Gentleman — surprise because 
the principle upon which the hon. Gentle- 
man's Amendment was founded was 
absolutely inconsistent with the argu- | 
ments which had been advanced against 
the Bill from the same side of the House, Mr. JOHN WILSON said it was a pity 
and amazement because of the magnitude that the Prime Minister was noc in the 
of the misunderstanding into which the} House when the Home Secretary gave 
hon, Gentleman had fallen as to the his definition of what was meant by an 
actual effects of the measure. The Bill | undesirable alien. Had he been so he 
had been most unjustly denounced as a! would not have been so definite in the 
protective Hill. Jt did not touch the | statements he had made. There was 
question of protection one way or the | one portion of this Amondment to which 
other. It was simply a Bill for remedy- | he saw some objevtion, and that was the 
ing certain well- defined evils which did | part referring to contracts under the 
a great deai of injury in the East-end of | | Contract Labour Law. If a man brought 
london and other parts of the country. | over a theatrical company or a company 
But now the hoa. Gentleman came | of artistes or singers, they be ‘ing under con- 
forward and contended that the Bill | t: act. were liable to be excluded from 
fuiled because it was not sufficiently pro- | this country, which was undes:rabl>, bat 


> 
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he thought the Government might accept 
this Amendment with the words “ under 
contract” taken out. The Prime 
Minister had not quite realised 
position, having regard to the statement 
made by the Home Secretary. The right 


hon. Gentleman stated that if a man | 


came to this country with a letter in his 
pocket showing that there was employ- 
ment waiting for him he would be a 
desirable alien. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: What I 
said was that, if a man came to this 
country and produced evidence that he 
could obtain work at fair wages, I thought 
he would have no difficulty in getting 
into the country. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said he had no 
objection to the qualification of the 
words, but he did not remember hearing 
anything about proper wages. Even 
leaving out of account the question of 
a strike, what was to prevent an em- 
ployer, who wished to cut down wages, 
from sending letters to 100 foreigners 
promising them work ? 
were to be taken as evidence of the 
immigrants’ ability to maintain them- 
selves, what would be the position if 


no rates of wages were fixed? He 
thought that having regard to the 


possibility of such men taking the place 
of British workmen in trade disputes 
the Government might very well accept 
the Amendment. 


* *Mr. H. LAWSON (Tower Hamlets, 
Mile End) said the Prime Minister had 
pointed out that this Amendment would 
make the clause directly protective, but 
it was protective only of that class so 
well represented in this House, namely, 
the skilled and organised trades. There 
was no calling out for protection of the 


unskilled and unorganised workmen in | 


the East End, from underpaid labour, 
but directly the skilled and organised 
trades were affected their spokesman 
called for a measure of protection 
which certainly had not been 
attempted in other respects. In one of 
his arguments the hon. Member for 
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If those letters | 
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| would be able to canvass for blacklegs 
‘from abroad to take the berths of men 
'who were displaced in a trade dispute 
at home. But one of the worst existing 
evils was that the foreign steamship 
companies employed agents broadcast 
throughout Poland and Russia to obtain 
men for the purpose of their companies, 
the worst of whom were left with us. If 
this Bill were in operation it would act 
as a deterrent in that respect. There 
would be fewer agents and they would 
be less active. There was a danger of 
the Amendment being a handicap to 
the very industries for which it was 
desired to be protective. He could give 
examples to prove it. If a new process 
in a new trade or a new process in an old 
trade were developed abroad it was 
necessary sometimes to bring an exponent 
or teacher of that process to this coun- 
try. That happened in regard to the 
stereotyping trade, of which he had 
personal knowledge. When plates were 
first cast Italians developed a peculiar 
skill in the process, and [italian foremen 
were brought to English printing houses. 
They did not remain, their posts having 
now been taken by Englishmen, but 
Englishmen had to be taught by Italians 
who came over. 


An HON. MEMBER: As immigrants ? 


*Mr. H. LAWSON said they came 
under contract, and presumably might 
be excluded under the Amendment. If 
that were so it would be a great dis- 
advantage to English trade. Although 
he had some sympathy with the idea, 
the Amendment was in terms so wide 
that he hoped the Committee would 
see that, in its present form, it was 
utterly unworkable. 


Mr. FENWICK asked what provision 
there was in the Bill to guarantee that 
/men brought in from abroad under con- 
tract should be employed at such wages 
as would enable them decently to sup- 
port themselves and their families. Was 
there any provision whatever enabling 
the authorities to insist on the payment 
of such wages ¢ 


Merthyr Tydvil totally misrepresented | 


the facts of the case. The hon. Gentle- 


man said that under the Bill agents 
Mr, John Wilson 


| *Sir CHARLES DILKE pointed out 
that the trades most affected in the case 
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ofa strike by the bringing in of the persons | 
contemplated in this Amendment were 
the weakest and least organised trades. | 
Such persons as those referred to by the | 
hon. Member for Mile End, who were | 
employed as foremen in connection with | 
the introduction of new processes, would | 
not be excluded, because the Amendment | 


was confined to the persons against whom | } 


the remainder of the clause was directed, 
viz., steerage passengers and so forth, | 
and these persons would not come within | 
that category. He had voted against 
the Bill at every stage hitherto, and | 
should continue to do so. He did not 
think a case had been made out for a 
measure of this kind, but if such legis- | 
lation was to be enacted, it was against 
the class of persons at whom this Amend- 
ment was aimed that he would direct it. | 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton) sincerely hoped that the Home | 
Secretary, if he could not accept the | 
Amendment as moved, would at any 
rate promise to introduce words to pre- | 
vent contract labour from coming into | 
this country for the purpose of pulling. 
down the wages of British workmen. 


Me. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD | 
(Liverpool, West Derby) associated him- 
self with the appeal to the Home Secre- 
tary to do something to prevent the 
bringing of people under contract into 
this country in such a way as to injure 
British workmen, and particularly to 
prevent the importation of foreigners 
during a strike. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE hoped that, 
if the Bill was to go through, safeguards 
would be inserted against foreign labour 
being used as a means of keeping down 
Wages or preventing their going up in | 
this country. The provision would not | 
keep out skilled workmen who were being | 
brought in for a special purpose ; it | 
applied only to workmen coming in as 
defined by Clause 1. If employers wished 
to bring in persons to develop a new 
process they would take care to bring them 
in as second-class passengers by anordinary 
passenger boat, and thereby remove them 
from the category of immigrants. Unless 
the spirit, at any rate, of tnis Amendment 





| tion with British workmen. 


| being brought to this country 





was accepted, the impression would be 
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intensified that the Bill was intended 
merely for window-dressing purposes, 
and not in any way to protect British 
workmen against the competition of 
foreign labour. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Haggerston) 


'urged the hon. Member for Merthyr 
I'vdvil to strike out from the Amend- 


ment the words ‘‘ under contract. or,” 
so that the Committee might have a clear 
issue before it; and thos reveal the real 


‘object of the Bill. The Amendment 
| would then be exceedingly simple, and 


'it would be seen how many Members 
really desired to prevent undue competi- 
The words 
“under contract’ had led to very un- 
fortunate results in our Colonies. He 
had, in the past, been engaged in efforts 
to prevent workmen from the Continent 
by vun- 
principled employers to compete unfairly 
with British workmen. If they divided 
‘the Committee upon this Amendment 
they would then see what amount of 
sincerity there was on the part of those 
who professed to be so seriously desirous 
of preventing undue competition with the 
British workman. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said he should be 
quite willing to amend his proposal by 
leaving out the word “ or.” 

Amendment amended, by leaving out 
the word “ or,” 


Question proposed, “ That those words, 
as amended, be there inserted.” 


*Mr. FENWICK hoped the Home 
Secretary would tell them what power 
he had under this Bill of insisting that 
aliens should be paid wages suffic lent 
to enable them to decently support 
themselves and their dependents. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he had 
stated over and over again that the 
object of the Bill was to keep out un- 
desirables who were likely to become 
a charge upon the ratepayers. The 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tvdvil was directly opposed 
to the principle of the Bill, and he could 
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such immigration as the 


referred to took place, but, if it did, it 


would not be affected by 
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“not accept it. He did not believe that | Question put. 


hon. Member ! 


this Bill. 


| Noes, 215. 
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Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


He said he 


N.W.) moved to insert words to provide | moved his Amendment for the purpose 


that an alien who was “a skilled work- 


of securing from the Home Secretary 


man in any textile or mechanical trade | an explanation which he hoped might 


or industry ” should not be considered | be satisfactory 


of the meaning of the 
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clause as it at present stood. The clause 
as it at present stood was that an immi- 
grant should be considered undesir- 
able if he could not show that he was 
in possession of, or in a position to obtain, 
the means of decently supporting himself. 
He was anxious to secure that no diffi- 
culty should be placed in the way of a 
man who was a skilled workman, even 
although he had not a penny in his 


pocket, and no immediate prospect. of | 
was anxious that a | 


employment. He 
man should be admitted to the country 
quite independently of whether he had 
money in his possession or not. It 
might be the Home Secretary would 
say that the words “in a_ position 
to obtain the means of decently sup- 
porting himself,” carried out that mean- 
ing: and would effect that purpose ; 
and if that was so he should not press 
the Amendment. What he wanted to 
impress on the right hon. Gentleman was 
this: If this was not a protectionist 
measure, or if it was not put forward under 
the guise of a protectionist measure for 
English workmen, then the freest access 
would be given to skilled labourers who 
had trades or manufactures with which 
they could earn money in this country 
or elsewhere. But if it was a protection- 
ist measure, as had been stated by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham, the case would be 
different. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 25, after the word ‘or,’ 
to insert the words ‘is a skilled workinan in 
any textile or mechanical trade or industry; 
or.’ ”’—(Mr. Atherley-Jones.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said this was 
a matter which had been largely dis- 
cussed, although not quite in the exact 
meaning of the Amendment which the 
hon. and learned Gentleman had brought 
forward. He had told the House not 
only to-day but on former occasions 
what he believed would be the effect of 
the sub-section in the case of a workman 
who could show that there was a prospect 
of his obtaining employment. He under- 


stood that the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man wished that an alien who was a 


Mr. Atherley Jones. 
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skilled workman should be considered 
as having a right of admission to this 
country, and that no question should be 
raised by the immigration officer as to 
whether he was desirable or not. He 
would point out that there might be 
objections to an alien to counterbalance 
the fact that he was a skilled workman. 
A man might be a skilled workman in 
some particular trade, but at the same 
time he might be an undesirable immi- 
grant. Take, for instance, the case of 
a skilled workman who was so intem- 
perate that he was not able to obtain 
employment. If there were circum- 
stances which showed that an alien, 
though possessing a skilled trade, would 
not be able to obtain a position by which 
he could maintain himself and his de- 
pendents in a decent way, surely he 
should not be regarded as a desirable 
immigrant. The hon. and learned Mem- 
ber desired that this man should be taken 
out of the category of undesirables. He 
himself preferred the test which was 
provided by the Bill. 


Me. ATHERLEY-JONES asked 
whether he might take it that a pro- 
tectionist character would not be given 
to the sub-section, 


Mr. AKERS- DOUGLAS said he had 


explained over and over again that the 


| object of the Bill was to keep out these 


who might become a burden on the 
rates. 


* Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) expressed the 
hope that bis hon. friend would not press 
the Amendment. He did not, however, 
think the Home Secretary gave a happy 
illustration when he mentioned the 
question of intemperance. Nothing 
would be more difficult to detect at 
the port of entry than whether a man 
was addicted to intemperance. His 
point against the Amendment was that 


he did not see why any _ special 
class shovld be named in the way 
proposed by his hon. friend. He was 


told by lawyers that this might have the 
effect of leading to different treatment 
of the classes not named. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES asked leave 


to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS moved to in- 
sert in Sub-section (b) the words “ disease 
or” in order to include among immigrants 
who should be considered undesirable 


{ 


those aliens who, owing to their suffering | 


from any disease, appeared likely to be- 
come a charge upon the rates or other- 
wise a detriment to the public. The 
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ment. But still, in the  arrange- 


ment the right hon. Gentleman had 
sketched out, there was the difficulty 
of the double examination of the same 
min. The right hon. Gentleman had 
not said that one medical officer was to 


report to the other medical officer. , , 


Amendment was necessary to provide for | 


certain cases in regard to which there was 
some doubt as to whether they would be 
covered by the sub-section as it stood. 
There were some diseases which were 


largely introduced by aliens and which | 


did not come 
fectious diseases to which the regulations 


within the class of in- | 


of the Local Government Board applied. | 
As a matter of fact the diseases to which | 
the Local Government Board regulations | 


applied were cholera, yellow fever, plague, 
and one or two others. The inspection 


under these regulations was carried out | 


by the port sanitary officer. The port 


sanitary officer would tell the immigra- | 


tion officer what diseases the immigrants 
were affected with, and they would 


be dealt with in the ordinary way in the | 
infectiovs diseases hospital at the port. 
vntil they were cured, and if they had | 
passed, in the first instance, the immi- | 


gration officer, they would then be allowed 
to remain in this country. But if they 
had not passed in the first instance, then 
another examination would be made by 
the immigration officer. 
this clause was necessary in order to 


He thought | 


cover cases which would not be covered | 


under the regulations of the 


Government Board. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 26, after the word ‘any’ 
to insert the words ‘disease or.’”—(Vr. 
Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted,” 


*Sir_ FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
thanked the Government for the modi- 
fication which they had made in the Bill. 
He thought the Amendment of his right 
hon, friend might be safely adopted, 
because it was not liable to the objection 
which he successfully took last year to 
It. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES _ thought 
that this was a most proper Amend- 


Local | 


Me. AKERS-DOUGLAS | said that 
in no case did he think that would 
occur. What was proposed was that 


the medical officer of the port authority 
should make the examination, and it was 
expected that that medical officer would in 
most, if not in all, cases, be the medical 
inspector under the Bill, 


Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye) 
said he had been trying to find out what 
diseases had been imported into this 
country by aliens. There had been a 
great deal of exaggeration on the point. 
He had been in communication with the 
medical officer of health for the Port 
of London and also with the medical 
officer of the London County Council. 
The latter said that the figures generally 
showed that where there had been an 
increase of alien immigrants there had 
been a decrease of the death-rate and 
an increase of the birth-rate. Only a 
few cases of trachoma had been found 
among the aliens in the East End. 
There had been a steady improvement 
by enforcing by-laws as to sanitation 
in the houses let as lodgings. All the 
medical officers of health were alive to 
this subject, and the condition of the 
houses in Stepney was improving. The 
number of infectious diseases intro- 
duced into Stepney during the last few 
years was only six or seven; and the 
medical officer of health for the White- 
chapel Union said that hardly any of the 
aliens came on the rates because the 
Jewish Board of Guardians relieved 
them in any case of distress. If 
these aliens got too ill to be looked after 
in their own homes, they were removed 
to the Jewish wards in the London 
Hospital which were kept up entirely 
by the Jews. He thought that in this 
House they ought to acknowledge the 
enormously good work which the Jewish 
community did in looking after their 
own poor. Nothing had struck him 
more in Whitechapel than the gener- 
ous way in which the rich Jews looked 
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after their poorer brethren. That was | Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
a grand lesson to Christians. The that the total number excluded was 
hon. Member for Liverpool had drawn | 7,994, and out of these 1,560 on ac. 
a picture as to cases of lunacy introduced | count of disease. Of those who were 
into Liverpool. He had made inquiry excluded on the frontier, before coming 
and found that during the last sixteen here, numbering 6,356, no less than 
years there had beenonly fifty-four cases 648 or 10 per cent. were excluded on 
of alien lunacy in all the variousasylums the ground of disease. Now, it was 
in Liverpool. very important that disease should be 
specifically shut out, but it did not 
Tur CHAIRMAN said that the Com- follow that the disease should be that 
mittee had already passed the question of a poor person. A person, however 
of lunacy, and it could not be entered Wealthy, suffering from disease ought 
upon again. to be shut out from this country, if 
possible. The hon. Gentleman who last 
ay : ; addressed the House would have the 
Dr. HUTCHINSON said he bowed (Committee understand that very few 
to the ruling of the Chairman; but cases of disease had been imported into 
he had been anxious to assuage the | this country froom abroad. In Liver- 
anxiety felt in regard to the difficulty pool in 1903 there were 99 cases 
of treating cases of lunacy. As to of hightly infectious diseases landed, in- 
diseases generally, he believed that we cluding 24 cases of smallpox, 22 of en- 
exported a great many more diseased terie fever, and 12 of phthisis. In 1904 
persons from this country than we | thene ane thé seme etude of 
imported. And it might be found that cases of smallpox and enteric with 32 
foreign Governments would try, if this | eases of measles; but in addition to those 
Bill was passed, to play the same game particular figures there were 581 cases of 
with us. We exported thousands of other serious diseases landed at Liverpool 
patients every year to the Continent which required to be temporarily sent into 
and had introduced to the Riviera that | the hospital ; and every wae ch thei 
dreadful disease of pithisis. In that cases if this Bill had been law, would 
respect we could not throw stones at have been shut out. 
foreign countries. At the same time 


he was willing to help to carry a measure : —_ ‘ 
; 8 I ee - *Str CHARLES DILKE said that 
which would put a stop to infectious : : 
he , ‘ several of the diseases mentioned by the 
diseases coming into this country. The ; f 
: j pr hon. Member were the very object of the 
only disease which he knew of which was é a 
Sohne : ; regulations of the Local Government 
being introduced into this country by f ; ; 
4, Board with which the right hon, Gentle- 


aliens was a sort of inflammation of the : : 

z ; man the Home Secretary said he would 
eyes, but of ninety-six cases only twenty- : . 
. “, | not interfere. 


six were found to be infectious—which 

out of the thousands of aliens who came | 
in was not a very large percentage. 

He understood that in the Jewish refuge 

in’ Whitechapel there was a_ special 

doctor to look after these cases. 


Question put, and aureed to. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
that the next Amendment standing in his 
name spoke for itself, and therefore, with- 
_ out further remark, he begged to move. 
Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
that this was a far more serious matter | 
than the hon. Gentleman who last spoke | Hers eas 
weld kan th D ition tin Males “In page 2, line 5, after the word ‘or,’ to in- 
Would Nave 1é ommit ee to beneve. | cert the words ‘is an anarchist or person who 
The total number of immigrants who | believes in or advocates the overthrow by force 


were excluded last year on the ground | or violence of all government or all forms of 
of disease was 1.560 | law, or the assassination of public officials, or.’ 
‘ | —(Mr. William Rutherford.) 


Amendment proposed— 


Dr. HUTCHINSON: Out of how! Question proposed, “That those worls 


| 
| 
many ? | be there inserted.” 
Dr. Hutchinson. 
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Sir ROBERT FINLAY pointed out 
that the words of the Amendment would 
involve an inquiry into ‘‘belief”. It was 
not desirable to institute an inquiry in 
this country as to what a person 
believed. The inquiry must be made as 
to what a man had done. The Amend- 
ment could not be accepted. 


Me. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
beggelleave to withdraw the Amend- 
menta 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 5, after the word ‘or,’ to in- 
sert the words ‘is a person who has been al- 
ready refused admission to the United Kingdom 
under,this Act, or.’ ”—(Mr. Wiliam Rutherford.) | 





(Juestion proposed, “That those words | 
be there inserted.” | 


| 

Sin ROBERT FINLAY said that a | 
man might be properly excluded on one 
oceasion, and, the circumstances having | 
altered, might be admitted subsequently. | 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
moved in Clause 1, page 2, line 7, after 
the word “‘ case,” to insert the words 
“or if he is an alien who has been recently 
rejected by or deported from some other 
foreign country.” It was this particular 
class who were the bane of Liverpool 
at the present moment. In 1904 there 
were rejected by the United States, and 
dumped in Liverpool, 2953 males and 100 
females, From Canada there were 
dumped ninety-six males and twenty-one 
females. In the first three months of 
1905 the evil had become much greater. 
He would mention a typical case, which 
happened three weeks ago. A woman 
from Helsingfors, who had taken a 
ticket at Liverpool, was brought back. 
It was calculated she would cost the 
ratepayers £720 for maintenance; but 
that she could be sent back to Helingsfors 
for about £100; and that course was 
adopted. Why should they be the 
dumping-ground for other nations. These 
people were thrown on the quays; and 
the ratepayers had to support them. 
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seriously consider this very important 
Amendment. If any other words could 
be introduced which would enable them 
to get rid of the rejected of other countries 
he would not persist with his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 7, after the word ‘case,’ 
to insert the words ‘or if he is an alien 
who has been recently rejected by or deported 
from some other foreign cointry.”—( Mr. 
(William Rutherford.) 


Question proposed, ‘That thos: words 
be there inserted.” 
3 7 
Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he quite 
understood the point of view from which 
his hon. friend had spoken, and which 
he had put before the Committee with 
such fairness and force. But he sub- 
mitted to the Committee that it would 
be very undesirable that they should 
abdicate their right to select their own 
standard ; and that they should reject 


}an immigrant merely because he was 


rejected by another country. It would 
be very strange that, having set up their 
own test, they should apply another 
standard. He quite recognised that 
this country should not be a dumping- 
ground for other countries; but they 
should rely on the conditions they 
themselves prescribed. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD asked 
if these people would be debarred if they 
came within the scope of the Bill. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said, of course, 
in that case they would be excluded. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
that these people did not return in im- 
migrant ships. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he was 
afraid they could only deal with im- 
migrant ships. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he had 
previously stated that this Bill was 
recommended to the constituencies on 
anti-Semitic grounds. A considerable 
portion of the London Press supported 
it on that ground; and hon. Members 
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had received a great mass of corres- 
pondence which showed the same feel- 
ing. Although he fully admitted that 
that was not the object of the Govern- 
ment, still it was the main ground ad- 
vanced in favour of the Bill by less 
cultivated persons outside. Nothing 
could have been better than the speech of 
the Prime Minister on this point. It 
was language of the highest statesman- 
ship, if he might say so—language in 
which the right hon. Gentleman deplored 
the anti-Semitic agitation in other coun- 
tries, and in which he expressed his 
opinion that it would bea most deplorable 
calamity to introduce into this country. 
But the question was how far this 
Bill would be used for that purpose 


by many people of less responsibility. | 


A great many persons did desire to see 
an anti-Semitic use made of this Bill. 
The Government had made a 
attempt to deal with this question. They 
proposed to add after “ persecution ” 
in line 9 the words “or punishment on 
religious grounds.” He did not think 
these words covered the cases with refer- 
ence to which Amendments had been put 
on the Paper. 
necessity for Jews in Russia to reside 


only in certain places would be covered | 
by the words; but would they cover the | 
case of Jews driven out of Russia by a | 


police plot. He had facts in his pos- 
session; but he would not weary the 
Committee with the details. The matter 


was sufficiently well known to induce | 


the Committee to consider it as one 
which they would wish to deal with, 
The number o° Jews who 
Russia to the United States was almost 
infinitely greater than the number who 
‘ettled in this country. The over- 
whe!ming bulk of the movement of the 
tussian Jewish emigration had been to the 
United States, but his impression was 
that both to this country and to the 
United States the acquisition of the 
population had been a benefit and not 
a drawback. He was of opinion, and he 
believed the country general'y was of 
opinion, that the religious persecutions 
which had disgraced the world at various 
times had in the past brought, inci- 
dentally, benefit to this country through 
the asylum we had extended to the 
victims of such persecutions, and_ he, 
personally, thought the present perse- 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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cution of the Jewish population of Russia 
did this country good rather than harm, 
He fully admitted that a case might arise 
when such an emigration might take 
place to a country where it might be 
| necessary to guard against the complete 
change of the race by the influx of a 
foreign population, but no such case 
had arisen here, If it was possible with- 
/out danger to ourselves to admit the 
victims of such persecutions surely it 
was the desire of this Committee and 
of the country that our shores should 
remain open to them. Those who knew 
the state of the Russian Jews, knew 
that their state was such that they 
would welcome with enthusiasm, welcome 
as the highest attainment, as the summit 
of their hopes, the treatment given to 
the Mahomedan subjects of Russia. 
Fleeing to this country and to America 
-was the only relief these people had 
from the horrible persecution from which 
they suffered, and, if the Committee could 
' see their way to do it safely, he was sure 
| they all desired to insert in the Bill 
| some such Amendment as he proposed. 
He begged to move. 

















Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 9, after the words ‘ country,’ 
| to insert the words ‘by reason of the treatment 
of the religions body to which he belongs or,’” 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


| Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
said the Committee would appreciate 
that they had now embarked on a very 
important matter in connection with this 
Bill. No doubt the topic was a difficult 
one, and he did not know that he was in 
favour of the exact words of the right hon. 
Baronet, but they now had to consider the 
matter and he would like to say a few 
words to indicate why he should like 
to go as far as the right hon. Baronet had 
gone and why the Government Amend- 
ment did not, in his opinion, go sufficiently 
far. The Government Amendment only 
went so far as to give an asylum to a person 
who had been prosecuted for his religious 
faith and had sought the protection of this 
country. But if they looked at the laws 
‘actually in operation abroad, and the 
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number of cases equivalent to a prose- 
cution in this country, they would see 
that the Government Amendment was 


much too narrow and would not deal ' 


with the great majority of the cases. 
It was not a question of instituting a prose- 
cution in Russia or Roumania or some 
other country and punishing a man 
because he had done something out 
of accord with the criminal law ef that 
country, the question was supposing 
a man came to this country bona fide 
fleeing from what we called religious 
persecution were we to shut the door 
which had been open from time im- 
memorial and deny him an asylum. He 
felt very strongly on this point and had 
put an Amendment on the Paper to 
substitute the word persecution for 
prosecution. Take, for example, the case 
of a Jew in Russia. The authorities 
there might say to the Jew: “If you 
give up your faith and become an Ortho- 
dox Christian we will give you all the 
advantages we now deny you.” If that 
Jew put his religious belief before the 
advantages held out to him, persecution 
was hardly the word to describe the 
horrors that person would suffer. Well, 
the sufferer flees to this country. Were 
we to refuse an asylum to a person 
coming to us under those conditions ? 
By so doing we should abrogate all our 
great traditions as a free country. He 
would not refer to the Huguenots because 
he recognised that the present conditions ? 
were somewhat different, but the same 
principle underlay the whole, and for his 
part he could not support any proposal 
which, if a person came to this country 
being a bona fide victim of religious 
persecution, would refuse him an asylum. 
He could not be a party to shutting the 
door against the victim of a religious 
persecution under those circumstances 
and say he should not have such a refuge. 


It had been suggested that the Bill 
itself would toa great extent be destroyed 
if free entry was allowed to victims of 
religious persecution. In regard to that 
he would say, first of all, whatever the 
effect might be upon the Bill it would 
be a disgrace to this country to refuse 
an asylum to anyone in that position, 
and, secondly, he did not think it would 
do anything of the kind. He was strongly 


in favour of the general principle of this 
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Bill because it would stop immigration 
to a large extent. It would stop emigra- 
tion agents undertaking to land emigrants 
in the United Kingdom if they were 
refused a landing in the United States. 
It was quite possible to do that and still 
keep an asylum open for those who were 
the bona fide victims of a religious per- 
secution. Naturally the ipse dizit of an 
immigrant would not be taken as to his 
being such a victim, but it would be just 
as easy to examine into that matter as 
to examine into many others. If we 
thought the tribunal to be instituted was 
not sufficiently strong and capable to 
draw a distinction between the victim 
of persecution and an ordinary un- 
desirable alien, then he would say that 
the framework of the Bill was wrong, but 
he thought the framework of the Bill 
was quite sufficient to enable the question 
to be judged. But even if a few people 
came into this country in this way who 
were not entitled to do so, in his opinion, 
that would be a very small evil com- 
pared to our shutting the door to those 
who fled to this country as an asylum 
from religious persecution. Let us not 
at this period of our civilisation, a civil- 
isation of which we boasted, in a Bill 
of this kind, give the go-by to the best 
traditions of our past history and refuse 
an asylum to a man who for the sake 
of his faith came to us as a person who 
had been persecuted for his belief. He 
would not prolong a discussion of this 
kind. It was a matter upon which they 


‘all felt deeply, and he would only appeal 


to the Committee not to let this country 
go back on its great tradition as a free 
country; the tradition that all who 
sought an asylum on the ground of their 
religious belief found one in this country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that this 
was, perhaps, the most interesting, if 
not the most important, Amendment 
which was likely to be moved to the 
sill, and he rose early in the debate in 
order to indicate what were the views 
of the Government in regard to it. 
The medieval treatment of the Jews 
was a permanent stain on European 
annals; and he agreed that if they 
could do anything to wipe it out, if 
they could even do anything to diminish 
its effects in the present time, it would 
be their bounden duty to do it. The 
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right hon. Baronet had condemned the 
anti-Semitic spirit which disgraced a 
great deal of modern politics in other | 
countries of Europe, and declared that | 
the Jews of this country were a valuable | 
element in the community, He was not | 
prepared to deny either of these pro- | 
positions, But he undoubtedly thought | 
that a state of things could easily be 
imagined in which it wou'd not be to the 
advantage of the c-vilisation of the 
country that there should be an immense 
body of persons who, however patriotic, 
able, and industrious, however mwuch 
they threw themselves into the national | 
life, still, by their own action, remained 
a people apart, and not merely held a 
religion diftering from the vast majority 
of their fellow - countrymen, but only 
inter-married among themselves. He 
quite agreed that this country had not 
nearly reached the peint when such a 
state of things became a cerious national 
danger; but they must bear in mind 
that some of the undoubted evils which 
had fallen upon portions of the country 
from an alien immigration which was 
largely Jewish, gave those of them who, 
like the right hon. Baronet and himself, 
condemned nothing more — strongly 
than the manifestation of the anti 
Semitic spirit, some reason to fear that 
this country might be, at however great 
a distance, in danger of following the 
evil example set by some other countries ; 
and, human nature being what it was, 
it was almost impossible to gvard 
against so great an evil unless they took 
reasonable precautions to prevent what. 
was Called “the right of a-ylum” from 
being abused. 


He thought the right hon, Baronet 
and his hon. and learned friend behind 
him who had supported the Amend- 
ment had fallen into an_ historical 
delusion when they said that there 
was an immemorial right of asylum 
which this country had given to alli 
classes of victims of Continental religious | 
persecution. He understood that at. 
present there was a law which prevented 
Jesuits from coming into this country. 


CotoneL 'NOLAN (Galway, N.): 


There is a law against the Jesuits. It 
is not repealed, but it is not used. 


Mr. A J. Balfour, 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he’ was 
quite right on the point. The truth 
was that the only immemorial right of 
asylum given by this country was to 
allow aliens in with whom the country 
agreed. He should like to ask English 
and Scotch Members whether they had 
ever studied the penal laws of Treland. 
During the time the Puritans had cop- 


trol of the legislation of this country, 


say for a hundred years from the 
beginning of the Long Parliament, 
it was on religious grounds largely 
that the Irish Roman Catholics were 
persecuted, with the result that an 
enormous number of Irishmen, driven 
from their own country by religious per- 
secution, sought refuge in other countries, 
to which they rendered brilliant and dis- 
tinguished services. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 


Scotchmen, too. 


Yes, and 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR. : Precisely. That 
only extended the force of his argument. 
Then where was this immemorial right of 
asylum which this country gave to the 
persecuted? This country, even in 
relatively recent times, instead of wel- 
coming to its shores those who differed 
from it in matters of religion, drove forth 
from its shores those who differed from it 
in matters of religion, Did the right hon, 
Baronet regard the Irishmen who emi- 


grated before the Catholic emancipation 


as flying from religious persecution $ 


| What was the condition of the Irish 


Roman Catholic subject before 1829 4 
He had all the privileges of a British 
subject, but he could not enter Pariia- 
ment. Did the right hon. Baronet regard 
that as religious persecution ? 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: Yes, but for 
other circumstances, not that one par- 
ticularly. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What other 


circumstances 2 


Mr. LOUGH! (Isiington, W.): He 
could not keep a horse worth £5. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are 
wors? things than not being able to keep 
a horse. Let the House put aside this 
fancy picture that from time immemorial 
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this country had been so much in favour | 
of religious equality and the rights of 
conscience that it gave an asylum to the | 
religiously persecuted of all nations, | 
for it had no historical basisin fact. The | 
much quoted case of the Huguenots only | 
meant this—that we had just been at, 
war with Louis XIV., and were about to 
go to war with him again, and that there 
was a body of his subjects who disagreed 
with him and agreed with us whom we 
welcomed with open arms. That kind of 
policy this country always had had, and 
it did not mean any high standard of 
civilisation or any broad views of the 
rights of conscience. 


But, to come to the Amendment. 
he would ask to what extent would 
the clause, as it stood, keep out those 
who were suffering in any true sense 
from religious persecution. Let the 
House remember that the great mass of 
alien immigrants was not touched by the 
Billat all. Those who were kept out were 
but a small number, and they were kept 
out solely because they were likely to 
become a burden upon the country if 
they were allowed in. Did the House 
really think that the destitute victims of 
religious persecution, especially Jews, 
would not find among their co-religionists 
sufficient assistance to enable them to 
belong to that large class of immigrants 
who could come in instead of to the 
small class that might be kept out? 
Probably of all religious communities the 
Jewish community had proved itself to 
be the most devoted and most profusely 
liberal in providing for the destitute of 
its own body. The right hon. Baronet 
had said that of all countries in the 
world the United States of America had 
proved a harbour of refuge to the largest 
number of those persons; but he would | 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
the United States had really no law such 
as he proposed in his Amendment. 
They had placed restriction upon restric- 
tion on the immigration of undesirable 
aliens, but still there was nothing in 
what they had done which could in the 
smallest degree prevent the Unit«d States 
being the asylum of oppressed Jews from 
the Kast of Europe. 


He would make two further observa- 
tions, The first was that it was 


us-less passing a Bill of this kind unles; | 
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they made it a practical way of dealing 
with the situation. If they so drew 
their regulations that it would be 
impossible for the officers at the various 
ports really to exclude those whom it 
was intended to exclude, then it was un- 
necessary labour on their part to pass 
the Bill. If they put in an exception 
depending on facts which it would be 
practically impossible to disprove within 
the knowledge of the immigration officer— 
if they made the exception so wide, then 
no one would be excluded who wished to 
come in and who was prepared to make 
a statement at variance with the truth. 
That was an argument that ought to 
appeal to the House, which was of 
opinion, as expressed by a large majority 
at the Second Reading, that a Bill of the 
kind should be passed. There was a 
further consideration which seemed to 
him to be absolutely overwhelming. The 
case on the other side put by his right 
hon. friend opposite, and his learned 
friend behind him, was this — that 
the freedom-loving, tolerant country of 
Great Britain and Ireland should welcome 
immigrants who had suffered either from 
religious or political persecution, and 
should welcome at the public charge any 
cost which those unfortunate victims of 
foreign oppression might inflict upon 
them. If that argument was advanced, 
he must say honestly, after due considera- 
tion of all the facts of the case, did it not 
occur to the right hon. Gentleman or to 
his hon. and learned friend that that 
which was to be an act of national self- 
sacrifice in the interests of the persecuted 
should be a sacrifice paid for by the nation ? 

An HON. MEMBER: is the 
remedy ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Were they 
going to have a charitable Vote for the 
victims of foreign persecution? They 
might have a collection in the churches, 
as had been recommended. Why was 
Stepney to be sacrificed because Britain 
owed an obligation? Obviously, if they 
thought this a national obligation they 
should make it a national burden. But 
no Chancellor of the Exchequer could 


What 


| seriously be asked to make the provision 


to which these fine sentiments inevitably 
and logically led, If they would remem- 
ber the burden which was without doubt 
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thrown upon certain districts in the | 
country in supporting these pauper 
immigrants, and if they thought that 
any burden should be borne, and any 


sacrifice undergone rather than that one | 


persecuted individual should be kept 
from these shores, they had no alternative 
but to devise some plan by which the 
national Exchequer should be made re- 
sponsible for what, all must admit, were 
a most unhappy and unfortunate class— 
a class, however, for whom, he must 
frankly admit to the House, he did not 
consider that, either by tradition or for 
any other reason, we were bound as a 
nation to provide an unlimited asylum by 
unlimited sacrifice. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL said he 
thought the country would read the 
Prime Minister’s speech with a deep 
feeling of astonishment and sorrow. At 
one fell swoop the Prime Minister had 
attempted to snatch from this country 
the reputation for freedom and as an 
asylum against persecution on which it 
had always prided itself. The Prime 
Minister had attached to the peopie of 
this country the role of religious perse- 
cutors. The day had passed for that. 


F Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon, 
Gentleman distinctly misunderstood him. 
The two hon. Members who preceded him 
both talked of the immemorial right cf 
asylum based on religious equality and 
freedom; and he had pointed out that 
that had no historic foundation whatever. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL vaid he could 
not agree with the Prime Minister in that 
argument. 
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Mr. STUART SAMUEL said he failed 
to see the difference. The right hon, 
Gentleman had laid it down that 
we were bound by our historical 
past to refuse admission to the 
victims of religious persecution upon the 


ground that to admit them would 
cost this country a certain sum of 


money. That sordid and unworthy 
argument he believed the people of this 
country would not approve of. His 
answer to one specific point put forward 
by the Prime Minister was that the 
poor Jews in Stepney were not a charge 
upon Stepney in any way whatever, The 
members of their own community did 
not let them come upon the rates, and 
so leng, therefore, they could not be 
said to be a charge on the country, 
and the argument condoning religious 
persecution abroad on the ground 
that it would cost this country money 
disappeared at once. He went further 
and said that those who condoned 
persecution on the part of others par- 
ticipated equally in the wrong-doing. 
And they could not draw the line at the 
Jew. Iithey once admitted the argument 
they must apply it to the Catholic and 
the Dissenter, and to every other form of 
religion that was not the dominant 
religion of the country. The right hon, 
Gentleman had alluded to legislation 
in the past. The reason why the legisla- 
tion of the past was not put in force to- 
day was that this country was ashamed 
of it; and it would be a sad day when 
the principles the Prime Minister had 
enunciated in this House should be those 
of the representatives of the majority of 
the people of this country. If the right 


, hon. Gentleman thought that he repre- 


sented the opinions of the people of this 


‘country, why did he not appeal to them 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that 1t as 
not present to-day, but it was present 
150 years ago. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL said that the 
action which the Prime Minister proposed 
to take to-day was the same taken 150 
years age. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
action to which he called attention was 
the action by which certain persons were 
driven out of this country by religious 
persecution, 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 


in that case? The right hon. Gentleman 
knew perfectly well that up and down 
the country the people were in favour of 
religious freedom. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had never 
uttered one word in favour of religious 
persecution. On the contrary he had said 
many which showed that he was violently 
opposed to it. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL said that if 


they refused asylum in this country to 


the vietims of religious persecution and 
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threw them back into the country where 
they were religiously persecuted, they | 
were participating in the wrong. The 
Ti ight hon. Gentleman was not doing him 
justice when the right hon, Gentleman | 
said that he was imputing to him the 
effects of the legislation he proposed. He 
could only say that his people, the Jewish 
community to which he belonged, were 
perfectly prepared to undertake the 
burden of supporting all Jewish aliens. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then they will 
come in; they will not be kept out. 


! Mr. STUART SAMUEL said that the 
right hon, Gentleman could not argue 
that they were a charge upon Stepney so 
long as the Jewish community were pre- 
pared to support them. The right hon. 
Gentleman must see that the logical 
conclusion of his argument was that these 


people could not be maintained by others | 


and at the same time be a charge upon 
the public purse. No figures of 


theless, again and again, the right hon. 
Geitleman had referred to the pauperism 
of aliens in this country. Let them have 
the figures. He challenged the Govern- 


ment to make out any case upon their | 


own official figures. If the figures existed 
they ought to be produced. 


said he would give figures ; but no figures 
had yet been given w hich could be 
discussed across the floor of the House. 


He felt certain that the people of this | 


country would not consent to join the 


right hon. Gentleman in casting back the 


unhappy victims of religious persecution, 
and he believed a certain number of hon, 
Gentlemen on the other side of the House 
shared that feeling. The principles of 


religious freedom would make themselves | 


felt when the present Government had 
gone to pieces. 


*Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he 
would try to interpret the speech of che 
Prime Minister a little more accurately 
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any | 
authority had been produced ; but, never- | 


The right | 
hon, Gentleman the Member for Stepney | 
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| would be refused. If refused at all, it 
would be in deference to the belief which 
was said to be entertained in the 
| urgent economic necessity for such an 
| enactment. The Prime Minister acknow- 
_ledged—he was obliged to his right hon. 
friend forthe acknowledgment—that the 
Jewish community did what it could to 
assist and maintain their own poor, and 
that, so far as he had any power, he could 
| assert would be continued with the same 
| success in the future. He earnestly asked 
the Committee not to abandon, for an 
economic consideration which could not 
be maintained and had hardly been 
alleged, the traditions, which had for 
centuries been the boast of England, of 
asylum on these shores for those whose 
only alleged offence was the faith they 
| held. He thanked the Prime Minister for 
his condemnation of outrages inflicted on 
| his community abroad. In that he was 
only following the precedent of his illus- 
trious relative. He, himself, had a letter 
from the late Lord Salisbury, in which he 
expressed himself in indignant terms not 
only as regarded the outrages, but also 
| with reference to the violation of the 
| Treaty of Berlin, of which other Powers had 
| been guilty. As a former president of 
the Jewish Board of Guardians, if there 
| was the slightest risk, he would not say 
danger, which he did not for one moment 
believe, of an uncontrolled immigration 
of his community from any part of the 
| world which would interfere with the 
industries of this country, he would do his 
best to avert it. As for the Amendment 
of the Home Secretary, he thanked him 
for it; but he did not think that the 
words proposed would attain the object 
in view. He hoped with all earnestness 
that words would be inserted which would 
render the clause wider and its effect 
more elastic. 


*Mr. EMMOTT said that the Prine 
Minister had delivered a very interesting 
speech. ‘The excursus on Irish history 
lad, however, had extremely little rele- 
vance to the actual Amendment. 


than the hon. Gentleman who had just | 


spoken, He, for one, had never argued 


that there was a right of asylum in this | 


country, but nobody would deny that the 
privilege had been accorded, and by the 
overwhelming majority of the inhabitants 
it would be with regret that that privilege 


VOL, CXLIX. [Fourrn Sertzs.] 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
'make his Report to the Hous:. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


Fr 
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EVENING SITTING. 4 


ALIENS BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 9, after the word ‘country’ 


to insert the words ‘ by reason of the treatment 
of the religious body to which he belongs or ’.”"— 


(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question again proposed, ** That those 
words be there inserted.” 


*Mr. EMMOTT, continuing his speech, 
said the Prime Minister had made a point 
of the fact that if we were to allow perse- 
cuted aliens to come into the country it 
would increase the pauper population, 
He had pointed out that if the case 
of these persecuted aliens was 
matter on which the nation felt deeply 
the nation ought to pay for those 
paupers rather than that Stepney or any 
other parish should do so. He might 
remind the Committee that the number 
of alien paupers in proportion to 
population was very much smaller as 
regarded aliens than it was as regarded 
the British population, and where the 
alien population existed in great numbers, 
as they did in Stepney, then such portion 
of them as were paupers were largely 
supported by the alien population of that 
district who paid rates—as was the case 
in Stepney. In fact, it was obvious that 
in many districts in which aliens existed in 
large numbers, they must pay not only the 
proportion of rates which was necessary 
to support their Own paupers, but also a 
considerable proportion of the rates 
which were necessary to support British 
paupers as well. And, therefore, he did 
think, looking on this matter broadly, 
that the case as regarded paupers had 
not been made out at all, and that that 
part of the argument of the Prime Minis- 
ter must of necessity fall to the ground. 


The Prime Minister said that if the 
Amendment of his right hon. friend were 


) 
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to be accepted, every alien immigrant 
pauper would say that he wasa victim of 
religious persecution or might be the victim 
of religious persecution. When he heard 
that he could not help wondering whether 
the Prime Minister had looked at the 
Government Amendment or not. The 
Government Amendment, which would 
come on for discussion as a matter of 
form later, was to insert after the word 
“prosecution, ‘‘or punishment on 
religious grounds.” It was obvious that 
if the pauper immigrants were allowed 
to plead as an excuse that they had 
come here to avoid prosecution or 
punishment, and solely on _ religious 
grounds, it would be perfectly possible 
for every pauper immigrant who came 
to make that an excuse just as easily 
as if the Amendment of his right hon, 
friend was carried. Besides, he ven- 
tured to maintain that it would be a far 
easier thing for the immigration officer 
to decide as to the genuineness of a plea 
of that kind than it would be to decide 
the very many difficult questions which 
he would have to consider under Sub- 
clauses (a) and (b) which they had already 
passed. 


Then the Prime Minister made another 
suggestion. He said that he did 
not think that those men ought to 
be allowed to come as paupers. He 
praised the way in which the Jews had 
assisted their co-religionists in times of 
distress, and he said that this case was 
rather one in which the rich Jews ought 
to help the poor Jews, and so enable 
them to get out of the category of 
paupers, and to except themselves from 
this particular section. Well, if that was 
the case, why had the Government pro- 
posed an Amendment at all? Clearly that 
'was not the opinion of the Government 
when they put down this Amendment, 
If it was sufficient that the rich Jews 
should help the poor Jews who desired 
to come into this country, then surely 
the Prime Minister’s cbjection argued 
just as strongly against the Government 
concession as it did against the Amead- 
‘ment Of the right hon. Baronet. 


( . . 
| But the real question which he rose to 


put before the Committee was this—which 
of three categories of Amendments on 
the Paper ought they to accept? There 
_ Were a great = many Amendments 
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down—most of them in different lan- 

guage—apparently quot homines tot 

sententiae. There was first of all the cate- 

gory to which the Amendment of his right 

hon. friend belonged ; secondly, that repre- 

sented by the Amendments of the noble 

Lord the Member for Greenwich and the 

hon, and learned Gentleman the Member 
for Stretford ; and there was, thirdly, the 

Government Amendment. The right 

hon. Baronet’s Amendment was the most 

liberal ; that of the noble Lord and the hon. 

and learned Member for Stretford the 

second; and the least liberal was that of 

the Government. Now he wished to ask 

a Question with regard to the Government 

Amendment. What was meant in the , 
Government Amendment by “solely to 

avoid prosecution or punishment on reli- 

gious grounds.” Would it bea proper plea 

for an alien immigrant to state that he had 

left his own country because he feared 

prosecution? Was that what was meant 
by the words ‘avoid prosecution,” or 
must the prosecution actually have taken 
place before he could set up thatasa plea 
to enable him to enter here? That wasa 

somewhat important question, because if 
the more liberal view of that was taken— 

if an alien immigrant might set up the 
plea that he had left his own country 

because he feared prosecution might be 
coming—then of course the Government 
Amendment was perhaps very much more 
liberal than some of them had been 

imagining. Perhaps the Home Secretary 
when he spoke would be good enough to 

reply to that Question. 


He had an alternative suggestion to 
make to the House. Would the Home 
Secretary be willing to accept the 
Amendment of the right hon. Baronet 
provided it came after the word 
“solely.” It would restrict it a little if 
it read “ solely by reason of the treatment 
of the religious body to which he belongs 
or to avoid prosecution for an offence of a 
political character.”? But supposing that 
the Home Secretary made an unfavourable 
reply to that suggestion, would he not 
take the words of the hon. and learned 
Member jor the Stretford Division rather 
than those of his own Amendment. 
They should have the word “ persecution ” 
instead of “ prosecution.” He was quite 
sure the House would agree with him that 
the right hon, Baronet put forward a very , 
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powerful plea on behalf of the views which 
he held. The argument for his Amendment 
as contrasted with other Amendments 
was that much of the worst cruelty on 
Jews was possible without any prosecution 
taking place at all. Organised attacks 
had been made on the Jews in many 
parts of Russia, which were connived at by 
the authorities, which were ignored by the 
police, and which would not make it 
possible for any of the victims of that 
kind of persecution to escape the restric- 
tion which was placed upon them under 
the form of the Government Amendment. 
He was not going to say anything 
about the “right of asylum.” He 
thought historically, undoubtedly, we 
could not talk very much about the 
right of asylum, but we could talk about 
the “practice of asylum,” and that was 
the real point that they wanted, as far 
as possible, to keep up. Because of any 
evil that we saw now in this country 
resulting from alien immigration, we did 
not want to think that Jews in distant 
parts of Europe in fear of their lives 
might be prevented from coming here 
because they feared that on arrival they 
would be turned back to face again the 
persecution which they were seeking to 
avoid. That was the real question; it 
was no vague altruism. It was no old- 
fashioned cosmopolitanism that members 
of the Opposition held in putting forward 
that plea. What they said was that 
this had been the traditional policy of 
this country in the past, that we had 
not suffered by it, that in some respects 
we had gained by it, and that was the 
policy which in regard to this question 
of religious persecution they desired to 
see continued by this country. 


Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said that 
Members on the Government side of the 
House generally believed that the accept- 


‘ance of this Amendment would deprive 


this Bill of a great deal of its practical 
utility. Many of them sympathised with 
what had been said on both sides of the 
House with regard to religious refugees, 
but they did not see their way to 
go so far as the hon, and learned Member 
for Stretford was evidently prepared 


to go. He, however, could not help 
thinking that there must be some 


modification of the terms of the clause 
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which would enable the Government to 
meet a sentiment which found strong 
expression in the House and would find a 
powerful echo throughout the country. 
There might not have been a right of 
asylum in this country in the past, but 
among the masses of the people there 
was an honest desire that they should 
do nothing to deprive themselves of a 
source of national pride in the sense 
that the oppressed of other countries 
were able to finda refuge here. He asked 
the Home Secretary whether the difficulty 
could not be solved by some form of 
words which would mect the case of a 
Jew who was in imminent peril of his 
life and who came to this country 
penniless because he had been stripped 
of allthe means he had pessessed. Could 
not words be inserted which would make 
it a qualification to be specially con- 
sidered that the refugee was in immediate 
danger of life or limb arising from his 
religious beliefs? And could not we, for 
the purpose of securing that benefit to) 
such deserving persons, arrange that the 
guarantee of the Jewish Board of 
Guardians should be accepted as a 
sufficient security that an otherwise | 
deserving person would not become a | 
burden on the rates. 





F Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
the Amendment placed on the Paper by | 
the Home Secretary was a remarkable 
proof that the discussions on the Pill, 
short though they had been, had produced 
a marked effect on the minds of the Gov- 
ernment. Had it not been for those dis- 
cussions, the present Amendment which, 
although it did not go far enough, was 
nevertheless a concession, would never 
have been put forward. The Prime 
Minister himself had now admitted that 
the Huguenots did not arrive in this coun- 
try in that state of prosperity which many 
people imagined, and that, as a matter 
of fact, some of them were in sucha state 
of destitution that a public subscription | 
had to be raised to help them. It was | 
unfortunate that the right hon, Gentle- 
man should have taken the present 





opportunity, if not to question the wisdom 

of the generous policy of the present day | 

with regard to aliens, at any rate appar- | 

ently to suggest to the Committee that | 

he looked upon it as an open question as | 

to whether this country should not at | 
Mr, Duke, 
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any moment reverse or limit those great 
principles of liberal admission which were 
supposed to have become the common 
property of the nation. It could not be 
denied that owing to the wise legislation 
of the last century it had at any rate be- 
come the custom of the country to adinit 
aliens without question, and whereas be. 
fore the burden of proof lay the other 
way, it was now cast upon those who 
desired to exclude aliens. The law of 
Kngland in this matter now depended on 
the statutes of the late reign, the most 
recent of which, the Act of 1870, removed 
the last disability attaching to aliens by 
enabling them to own real property. 
Why could not the Home Sceretary ex- 
tend the idea of this Amendment, so that 
instead of dealing merely with the in- 
dividual it should deal with the class? 
The concession had been asked for from 
both sides of the House, and if it were 
granted it would probably be the best 
way of making rapid progress with the 
Sill. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
felt so strongly that his constituents 
would object to the passage of the Bill if 
it prevented this country from continu 
ing to be the refuge of the victims 
of religious persecution, that he appealed 
to the Prime Minister to do some- 
thing to meet the generally expressed 
view of the House. Under the Bill, 
persons persecuted for their religious 
views would be able to obtain access to 
this country if they were able to come 
over as second-class passengers, but not 
if they were poor and unable to travel 
otherwise than in the steerage. That 
was surely contrary to the wishes of the 
Prime Minister, and he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would see his way to meet 
the difficulty, possibly on the basis sug- 
gested by the hon. Member for Plymouth. 
It had been shown, particularly in the 
case of the Jews, that provision was 
generally made by their. co-religionists 
to prevent these people coming on the 
rates, but, evenif it should result in some 


‘financial less, he believed the general 


sentiment of the country would be in 
favour of England continuing to bea 
refuge for people who were persecuted 
for their religious views. ‘The people who 
had made great financial sacrifices to 


rescue the slaves would certainly back up 
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the Goverment in this matter. The grant- | 


ing of asylum to these people had not 


hitherto resulted in any damage to the | 


interests of the country, and he sincerely 
hoped the Government would modify the 
Bill in the desired direction. He heartily 
supported the main lines of the measure 
for the exclusion of criminals and un- 
desirables, but unless the Bill were 
modified on this point he would be com- 
pelled reluctantly to vote against it. 


*CapraIn ELLICE (St. Andrews 
Burghs) said he had listened to many 
speeches from the Prime Minister, and as 
aTtule with great pleasure, but he had been 
extremely sorry to hear the address the 


right hon. Gentleman had delivered that | 


night. Whatever the law might be, there 
was no doubt that the custom had been 
that those who suffered from religious or 
political persecution should be admitted 
to this country, and in the Journals of 
the House there was entered a protest 
by the Liberal Leaders of 1818 against the 
Aliens Bill of that day. With the per- 
mission of the House he would read one 
clause of that protest. It ran thus— 

“ Because the Bill is cruel, for eve. when not 
perverted to any improper purposes, it may 


deter the victims of civil and religious persecu- | 


tion abroad from seeking refuge under the laws 
of a free country.” 


He hoped that that spirit would still | 


prevail in this Assembly, and that the 
Government would, even now, 
sider their determination and permit 
some Amendment which would embody 
the general expression of opinion on both 
sides of the House. 


*Masorn EVANS GORDON said the 
hon. Member for Tavistock seemed 
entirely to have ignored the great and 
wide concession the Government had 
already made in this matter. The 


Amendment of the Home Secretary went | 


very far—in the opinion of many Members 


it went too far—and he hoped before the 


debate concluded the Attorney-General 
would explain what exactly the words 
meant. The present position was very 
serious. He repudiated in the strongest 
terms any desire to add to the burdens 
of the Jewish people, but when hon. 
Members spoke of religious persecution 
what did they really mean? Did they 
mean actual persecution such as occa- 
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sionally occurred in Russia, or did they 
'mean the normal disabilities which arose 
out of the administration of the Russian 
laws, not only to Jews, but t» every 
subject of the Czar? Probably every 
person coming from Russia, whether 
Jew, Catholic, or member of the Orthodox 
Church, could with perfect justice say 
that according to the standards of this 
country he was a persecuted person, 
either religiously or politically. In a 
country where a peasant living a harm- 
less life could not leave the village 
without the permission of the head man, 
where anybody could be imprisoned at a 
moment’s notice on an administrative 
order, without trial or inquiry, where 
men had only to get a revolutionary 
leaflet put into their pocket to render 
them liable to imprisonment, the whole 
population was, from our point of view, 
politically or religiously persecuted, and 
it really meant that the Committee had 
to consider how far the people of this 
country were to be made the indirect 
victims of the misgovernment of foreign 
nations. 


He differed from the hon. Member 
for Whitechapel as to the burden 
imposed upon the people. There was a 
burden, and the influx of these aliens 
‘into certain areas entailed great hardship 
upon our own people. In view of the 
few categories the Bill was intended to 
exclude, he was bound to say that after 
the very liberal interpretation of perse- 
cution which the Government had intro- 
duced by this Amendment, they could 
not go much further without wrecking 
the whole Bill. By giving all foreigners 
who were persecuted and discontented 
free access to this country they were 
undertaking a very great risk indeed. 
In America no such exception either for 
religious or political persecution was intro- 
duced into their Acts of Parliament, and 
it had never been complained or alleged 
in America that any hardship had arisen 
on that account, or that the American 
Government was reactionary or unmind- 
ful of the burdens of the Jewish people 
either in Russia or elsewhere. On the 
contrary, the Jewish community ia 
America had protested again and agaii 
against their co-religionists being reck- 
lessly sent to the United States. There 
| was no such provision as this in force 
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in America, while the Jewish colonies 
themselves did not admit people simply 
because they had been the victims of 
persecution, but solely on the ground 
of their fitness as colonists. The whole 
of the population of Russia, according 
to our ideas of liberty, was a politically 
and religiously persecuted population, 
and we had to consider how far we 
were to be made the indirect victims 
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of the misgovernment of foreign 
nations. He opposed any _ altera- 


tion of the Government Amendment. 
If any Government in Europe desired to 
get rid of a certain section of its popula- 
tion it would only be necessary, under 
this Amendment, to set up religious dis- 
abilities to allow of that section being 
sent to this country. A man might still 
be an undesirable alieo though subjected 
to persecution. 


As to the expulsion clause, he 
reminded hon. Members of the speech 
of the Leader of the Opposition at 
Limehouse, when he declared that if a 
man did not conform to our sanitary 
standard he should be sent back to the 
country whence he came. But among 
those men there would necessarily be 
some who came under the definition of 
persecuted persons. Were these to be 
sent away or not? If they were, then 
it came to this, that while to exclude a 
persecuted person was barbarous, to 
expel him after arrival was legitimate. 


The hon. Member for Whitechapel had 
grossly misrepresented the Prime Minis- 
ters speech. ‘The hon. Member said 
that those who sent back these people or 
supported a policy of that kind were 
participators in the persecution. Was it 
not the fact that the Jewish community 
spent thousands of pounds in sending 
back people to their homes? How, 
then, could it in fairness be alleged 
that such a policy was participating 
in persecution? In face of the policy 
pursued by the Jewish Board of 
Guardians so steadily for s0 many years 
with the avowed purpose of relieving 
the burdens which these people had 
gaused in the East End of London, 
it was monstrous for the hon. Member 
for Whitechapel or any other hon, 
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If the Jewish community found it 
necessary, as they did find it necessary, 
year after year to send thousands back to 
their homes, how could it be alleged that 
they would be doing anything wrong or 
harsh and unfair by attempting to ex. 
clude this small number of undesirable 
people who not o ily inflicted an iajury 
upon the native population, but were 
also a grievous burden upon the Jewish 
community in the East End of London 
and many other parts of the Metropolis, 


9 
~ 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: All those 
people are sent back at their own request, 
and none of them are v.ctims of religious 
persecution, 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he would 
very much like to hear from the Govern- 
ment an announcement that they would 
be prepared to go some way towards 
meeting a widely-entertained feeling on 
both sides of the House in favour of 
some further concession to secure that 
the Bill should not be made an instru- 
ment for increasing the hardship of those 
who throughout Christian Europe, with 
the exception of Russia, were objects of 
very real pity. He found some difficulty, 
which constantly arose in these debates, 
in following his hon. and gallant friend, 
who seemed to take quite a different 
view of the scope of the Bill to that 
taken by the Government. He quite 
agreed with the Prime Minister that it 
would be absurd to say that historically 
we had not been a persecuting people; 
but it was true that when we adopted 
the principle of religious liberty we did 
so for the whole human race, and the 
distinction that some people were disposed 
to draw—but not the Government— 
between our own people and foreigners 
was not a distinction known to Enzlish 
history, nor could it be defended on 
grounds of Christianity or reason. To 
say that we might exclude any aliens we 
chose was to enunciate a pagan doctrine 
difficult to reconcile with the essential 
part of the Christian religion that subor- 
dinated national distinctions to our 
moral obligations, It was no extenuation 


‘ot a wrong to say it was done to a man 


Member to say that those who were | 


Supporting this policy were participating 
in the persecution of the Jewish people. 
Major Evans-Gordon, 


of another nationality, 


It was obvious that an oppressed 


[paren had, prima facie, a right to 
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asylum, and if that right was withheld 
from him it must be shown that it 
was to prevent a greater evil. Could 
anything of the kind be shown in this 
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case? He agreed with the Prime Minister | 


that only a small class would be ex- 
cluded under the Bill, and the whole 
scope of the Bill would not make a great 
difference to the country. It seemed to 
be overlooked that the burden of proving 
that he was the victim of persecution 
would be with the alien, he would have 
to satisfy the immigration board that 
he had been religiously oppressed and 
that that was the reason why he had 
passed the sea and come te this country. 
Unless he could prove that he would not 
get the benefit of the exemption, and 
surely the board could be trusted to 
discover the truth. Only a small number 
of persons would come within the exemp- 
tion, for in the large number of cases 
friends would provide the refugee with 
sufficient money to take him outside the 
scope ot the Bill altogether. It could 
make very little difference to the condi- 
tion of things in the East End of London 
whether these few were or were not ad- 
mitted, it would be no sensible economic 
factor. If they became in any consider- 
able number chargeable to any union it 
would be an easy thing to relieve such 
union; and he was persuaded that if 
any community had the choice between 
bearing on the rates the burden of sup- 
porting the people and of sending them 
back to such persecution as the Jews had 
suffered in Russia, the community wou!d 
not hesitate a moment in opening their 
door wide to the refugees. He would 
undertake to go to Stepney any day 
and convince the working men that that 
was their duty; and he was sure 
they would embrace it with positive 
enthusiasm. But they did not view 
this matter in its true light, What 
he wanted the Committee to do was 
to concentrate their minds on _ tbe 
case of an individual who had_ been 
in a scene of massacre, had lost, it 
might be, some of his relations, and 
had escaped from a place where pillage, 
cruelty, and all sorts of horrible acts 
were being perpetrated. 
told that because he had not a certain 
property standard he was to be sent 
back whence he came? He was sure 
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Would tolerate such a thing. Therefore, 
he earnestly invited the Government to 
adopt some remedy which would prevent 
this Bill from being used in a way that 
would be an outrage on the moral sense 
of every Englishman. 


Bill. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said the 
noble Lord’s speech had sounded the 
right tone, and he was sure it would be 
responded to in the hearts of all the 
generous people of the United Kingdom. 
What a contrast it was to the speech 
they had just heard from the hon. 
Member for Stepney. It seemed for the 
time being to cut off from the hon. 
Member’s nature every generous impulse 
which they believed to be characteristic 
of Englishmen. He was, however, not 


‘concerned so much with him as with 


Was he to be | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


the speech delivered that afternoon 
by the Prime Minister. He had had 
the fortune to hear that speech from 
beginning to end, and much as he 
admired the tone in which he opened, 
he heard many of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s statements, first with pain, 
and afterwards with nothing short of 
disgust. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
argument was based on two grounds. 
First of all, he said that the right of 
asylum in this country was by no 
means an immemorial custom, and 
that we at one time had been as 
much persecutors as were some Euro- 
pean people at the present time. 
Secondly, the right hon. Gentleman 
stated that even if religious refugees 
came to this country they were to be 
kept out solely because they were likely 
to become a burden on the rates if 
admitted. Both these arguments were 
quite foreign to the people of the United 
Kingdom. The noble Lord had done 
well in choosing one particular instance. 
He could give the right hon. Gentleman 
many instances within his own know- 
ledge of men who had been driven from 
Southern Russia by religious persecution, 
Christians as well as Jews, and had 
found their way to this country destitute 
of relations and property, men who had 
nothing but the clothes they were 
wearing, and who were bound to depend 
on such gratuitous generosity as they 
could find from the hospitable people of 
the United Kingdom. Were men who 


there was no body of Englishmen who | came under such circumstances as these 
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to be told that they would become a | 
charge on the rates of Stepney, and there- | 


fore we had no. use for them here? The 
Prime Minister said we welcomed the 
Huguenots because we were at war with 
their oppressors. But the persecution 
from which people in Southern Russia 
had fled from time to time was absolutely 
antagonistic to the people of this 
country, and every sentiment which we 
possessed was at war with the feeling of 
the Russian autocracy.. The philosophic 
hair-splitting of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in a matter of life and death would 
not be accepted by the people of this 
country as the expression of their true 
and highest feelings. 


*Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) 
said he wished to re-echo everything 
that had been said on both sides of the 
House that the consideration of this sub- 
ject must be absolutely free of the taint 
of anti-Semitism, which had _ hitherto 
been happily avoided in this country. 
The hon. Member who last spoke had truly 
said this was not a Jewish question 
alone. A large number of aliens who 
came to East London were Christian 
Poles, and they had been. not perhaps in 
equa! degree, but in a very similar way 
subjected to the same kind of treatment 
as those Jews who came from the same 
country, andit was possible that before very 
long we might have incursions of subjects 
of the Turkish Empire coming for similar 
reasons. He believed that on both sides 
of the House there was a very genuine 
desire that the genuine religious refugee 
should not be a subject of any penal 
enactment; but of course they had to 
devise words whereby there should be 
some test between him and_ those 
who might abuse the protection. He 
could not help thinking that the words 
of the right hon. Baronet’s Amendment 
were much too broad, and that if they 
were passed it would be competent for 
any alien, on being refused admission to 
this country, to say that the state of the 
law in thecountry he came from was not 
as good for the members of his religion 
as in England, and then it would be im- 
possible to deny him admission. On the 
other hand, as to the Government 


Amendment, he could not help thinking 
that the words proposed by the Home 
Secretary were somewhat too narrow. | 

| 


Mr. Runciman. 


as a whole. 
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He thought they should find something 
between the two, in order to carry out 
the main purposes of the Bill and at the 
same time deal with the special case of 
the man who knew that if he remained jn 
his own country his life, or at all events 
his safety, would be in danger. He was 
not a lawyer or a draftsman, but he 
ventured to suggest that the Government 
might consider the following—“ Or on 
account of religious belief is unable to 
live without danger to life or limb in the 
place of his domicile.” 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he he- 
lieved there was in every quarter of the 
House a real desire to arrive at a con- 
clusion in this matter which would be 
satisfactory not only to the House, but 
tothe country at large. No doubt there 
was ro legal right of asylum here, but the 
traditions of this country were in favour 
. fadmitting aliens who had been subjected 
to religious persecution in their own 
countries. This question was raised on 
the Second Reading of the Bill, and a 
strong desire was expressed that some 
unanimous conclusion should be come to 
in regard to it. He b- lieved the right 
hon. Baronet wasnot particularly wedded 
to the words of his Amendment. The 
Amendment seemed to him too broad 
because he used the words “‘ treatment ” 
and “religious body.” He thought the 
House desired to deal rather with the 
individual ease than with a religious body 
On the other hard it 


appeared to him that the Govern- 
ment proposal was far too narrow. 


The Government proposal was_ that 
an individual should be allowed to 


come into the country if there was 
actually some process of law in 
operation against him. <A __ person 


against whom there was some process 
of law in operation would not be 
allowed to leave the country at all. It 
was the individual who feared that 4 
process of law would be put in operation 
against him in his own country who 
should be allowed to come in. If the 
Amendment of his right hon. friend the 
Member for the Forest of Dean were 
amended in the sense suggested by the 
hon. and learned Member for Stretford 
and the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich, it would meet with the 
unanimous acceptance of the Committee. 














177 Aliens 


Mr. RENWIOK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) | 
joined in the appeal for words of greater 
liberality in regard to this most 
important question. The Government 
seemed to think that this was not a very 
large quest:on, but he would point out 
to the Committee that the United 
States had alrealy had to deal with it, 
aud that they had found it a much 
larger question than many hon, Members 
seemed to believe. The United States 
did not deal with it on sentimental 
but on material grounds. In other 
words, they looked at it from the point 
of view whether the immigrants were 
desirable or not. If the immigrants 
were entering the United States to 
come into competition with workmen 
there they were not admitted. An hon. 
Member had stated that the Jewish body 
were prepared to guarantee that their 
destitute co-religionists would not become 
acharge upon the Poor Law. That was 
a statement which demanded the serious 
attention of this House. They all knew 
that a certain section of the Jewish 
community possessed enormous wealth, 
and that such a guarantee could easily 
be given. But it should be remembered 
that the poor Jewish aliens who came 
into this country entered into competition 
with the unfortunate people in the East 
End of London. He would like to call 
the attention of the Labour Members 
to the fact that these aliens were not 
members of trades unions, and that 
many of them had to work fifteen 
hours a day for Is. 6d. 


I think the hon, 
a long way from 


THE CHAIRMAN: 
Member is getting 
the Amendment. 


Mr. RENWICK said he had no wish 
to travel away from the Amendment. | 
He only wished to point out what 
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|and then for their country. 


| 


was the effect of the competition 
by aliens in the East End. They 
had heard from the other side as| 


to the poor rates at Stepney. The result 
of these conditions in the East End of 
London was to seriously increase the 
tates. He appealed to the House to 
cast sentiment aside and look at this 
question from an Imperial point of view. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
intervene in order to reply to some of the 
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very Singular attacks which had been 
made upon him in the course of the last 
two hours, although he might well have 
asked permission to doso. One hon. 
Gentleman seemed to think that he was 
justly open to the charge of inhumanity, 
and that he was indifferent to the suffer- 
ings of the Jewish race in Russia and 
other Eastern countries because he did 
not think that their rights, or indeed in 
any serious respect their interests, would 
be interfered with by the Bill. He 
would remind the Committee that at all 
events they who sat on that bench could 
not be regarded as indifferent to the 
interests of the race on behalf of whom 
the hon. Member for Whitechapel spoke. 
So far as he knew, alone among the 
nations of the world, and certainly alone 
among the Governments of this country, 
they had offered to the Jewish race a 
great tract of fertile land in one of our 
possessions in order that they might, if 
they desired it—{Ironical Ovpostrion 
laughter]—find an asylum from their 
persecutors at home. He did not know 
whether that offer was regarded as con- 
temptuous or derisory, he could only say 
that ‘such an offer had never yet been 
made by any country to the people on 
whose behalf the hon. Gentleman spoke. 


He entirely agreed with his noble friend 
the Member for Greenwich that they 
must not regard moral questions as 
questions purely of a particular nation. 
That was a commonplace of morality 
which no human being could deny, but 
his noble friend would be the first in 
courtesy to admit that our primary duty 
was to our own countrym*n, and that 
universal morality was not aided but 
hindered by diminishing the weight of the 
obligation to those nearest to us. Itwasthe 
men who professed a universal cosmopoli- 
tanism who did least first for their family, 
He agreed 
that they ought to look at this from a 
wide standpoint, but that did not carry 
with it any suggestion that our obligations 
at home were not far more pressing than 
our obligations abroad. He did not 
read in any narrow fashion these obliga- 
tions. He had put to the Committee an 
argument to which no speaker who 
followed had rep!ied—namely, if it were 
a national obligation for us to relieve the 
persecuted immigrants from Russia, 
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Roumania, or wherever it might be, that 
obligation should fall upon the nation 
and not upon the particular locality. 
No answer had been made to that. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said that would be 
quite easy ; the rates could be relieved. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said his noble 
friend was consistent and logical, though 
hon. Gentlemen opposite were consistent 
less often than he could desire. He 
largely agreed with his noble friend. 
He thought that if this country regarded 
it as its duty, inthe face of some sudden 
persecution, or some sudden series of 
outrages upon an alien population, to 
give them an asylum, they must do it on 
some broad ground and let that House 
contribute. His noble friend agreed. 
[Opprostrion cries of “We are all 
agreed.”] That was the first suggestion 
he had heard of suchagreement. No one 
during the last three or four hours had 
suggested that the proper way of dealing 
with the matter was by a Vote on the 
Estimates, nor was he aware that any 
such Vote had ever been passed. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE: The “ Poor 
Palatines.”’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, there 
was the case of the Lisbon earth- 
quake in 1709, which case was in 
his mind. This House did, it was 
true, contribute to mitigate the horrors 
consequent upon the Lisbon  earth- 
quake, but a great national calamity 
was not a contingency dealt with by 
this Amendment, which would simply 
throw on the ratepayers of a par- 
ticular district the obligation of carry- 
ing out what it was suggested was 
a national responsibility. The real 
difficulty about this question was, after 
all, not the question of principle, but the 
difficulty of draftsmanship. There was 
a difficulty in the shades of difference 
that constituted religious or polit cal 
persecution. When a man was brought 
up on a political or a religious charge, 
and given a definite punishment, the 
case might be clear. But by sensible 
modifications such cases shaded ‘off to a 
point where it was almost impossible to 
say whether a mantruly was the victim 
of what ought to be called religious perse- 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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cution, or whether he was using the fact 
that his life was made rather disagreeable 
to him in his own country as a reason for 
making himself a charge uponours. The 
first of those cases they thought ought 
to be admitted. Possibly the words of 
the Government were too stringent; but 
he was certain the words of the right hop, 
Gentleman were far too lax. Perhaps 
they might agree on some formula between 
the two. He would suggest the addition 
to the Amendment of his right hon, 
friend the Home Secretary of other 
words which would make the whole 
Amendment read as follows — “ Solely to 
avoid prosecution or punishment on 
religious grounds, or for an offence of a 
political nature, or to avoid danger to 
life or limb on account of his religious 
beliefs.” [Oppostrion cries of ‘ Persecu- 
tion.”] Persecution was an extremely 
vague term, and he thought it would be 
better not to use it. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) suggested 
that “for liberty” should be added to 
“life or limb.” 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR thought the 
term was perhaps too wide, while 
“‘persecution’? was far too vague. 
Perhaps it would be better to use the 
words “or danger of imprisonment.” 
[Opposition cries of “ No.” 


Mr. CRIPPS said that what was 
wanted was to avoid danger to life, 
limb, or liberty on account of religious 
belief. So faras he was concerned he 
believed that the words of the Prime 
Minister would cover substantially all 
the cases which the Committee desired 
to see covered. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): No, 
Mr. ASQUITH said he thought the 


word “imprisonment” was much too 
narrow. There were various other forms 
of coercion which amounted to a very 
serious disability. He would suggest the 
words, ‘or persecution involying danger 
to life, limb, or liberty.” 


Lorp HUGH CECI asked if that 
incorporated in the Bill the doctrine 
against religious persecution? It seemed 
to him that it made it clear that we did 

, not hold the right of asylum. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought the 
following terms might meet nearly 
everybody’s views: “In order to avoid 
persecution involving danger of imprison- 
ment or danger to life or limb.” 


*Maysork EVANS-GORDON said he 
hid no objection to the word persecu- 
tion; if qualified in some such way as 
was suggested it would satisfy him. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR; I think these 
words will meet the view of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite: “In order to avoid 
persecution involving danger of imprison- 
ment or danger to life or limb.” [Cries 
of “ Why not ‘liberty.’ ’’] 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that ifthe 
Prime Minister had accepted the sugges- 
tion of his right hon. friend the Member 
for East Fife he should have at once 
withdrawn his Amendment, or he would 
have been willing to withdraw if he had 
accepted the suggestion of the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich or that 
made by the hon. Member for the 
Stretford Division. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he did not 
think the difference between “ imprison- 
ment” and ‘‘liberty”” was very great. 
He suggested that they should put in 
“liberty” now and consider whether 
they should put in “imprisonment” on 
the Report stage, 


Mr. CRIPPS thought the words of 
the Prime Minister would cover substan- 
tially all the cases which the Committee 
desired to see covered. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No. 


Mr. CRIPPS: May I appeal to the right 
hon, Baronet not to press his Amendment. 


*Sir CHARLES DILK®: I certainly 
will not withdraw unless we get some- 
thing more definite. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said the 
Prime Minister on his own initiative and 
by his own volition suggested ‘* liberty” 
in the first instance. [Cries of ‘ No.” ] 
He appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 


not to be influenced by certain unchari- 
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table words which had been addressed to 
him, but to stick to the words “life, 
limb, and liberty,” all of which connoted 
and denoted what the House on both sides 
were prepared to agree to without a divi- 
sion. He appealed to the Prime Minister 
to rise to the level of the occasion and 
let them settle this matter without a 
division. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: I should like to 
eXplain the position we are in. If this 
Amendment is defeated it will be after 
eleven o’clock, and then I cannot put 
any Amendment except the Government 
Amendments. If this matter is not settled 
before eleven o’clock ther I must put the 
Amendment on the Paper and no other. 


Mr. ASQUITH again appealed to 
the Government to include the word 
“liberty,” because ‘ imprisonment ” 
would not include such obvious cases as 
the confiscation of property. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said, as he had 
already pointed out, the word “ liberty ” 
would have far too wide an application, 


Mason SEELY urged the Prime 
Minister to accept the word “ liberty,” 
and pointed out that any difficulties such 
as the objections raised to this word by 
the right hon. Gentleman could be settled 
by regulations, which in the past had 
been made in regard to similar matters. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY, whose remarks 
were almost inaudible in the Press 
Gallery, was understood to say that he 
hoped the Government would not agree 
to any compromise upon this question, 
because the compromise which had been 
suggested would make it possible for the 
5,000,000 Jews in Russia to come to this 
country, and become competitors with the 
unskilled labourers in this country. 
They had no right to be generous at 
other people's expense. |OPPOSITION 
cries of “ Divide, divide.”] Hon. Mem- 
bers might call out “ Divide, divide,” but 
he claimed that he had as much right to 
have his say upon this subject of Jewish 
persecution as any other hon. Member. 
| More interruptions and cries of “ go on ” 
and “ Agreed.”| The people who were 
oppressed ought to take their part as men 
in their own country in upsetting and 
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overthrowing the misrule which oppressed | 
them, and which was condemned by all 


right thinking men throughout the 
civilised world. [Cries of “Divide, 


divide.”| He thought the Government 
should adhere to their proposal—— 
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put the Question on the Amendment 
already proposed from the Chair. 


Question put, “That the words ‘by 
reason of the treatment of the religious 
body to which he belongs or’ be there 


inserted.”’ 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, the 


Chairman proceeded, in pursuance of the 
Order of the House of the 5th July, to 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
iryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N.E. (YorkNRWhit by 
Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir, H. 
Causton Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William e 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, Capt EC(SAndrw’sB’ghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
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Noes, 223, 


AYES, 


Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E. 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Isaaes, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 


Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P. (CavanW. 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis John Herbert 

Lough Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Chas. Henry 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


The Committce divided :—Ayes, 189; 
(Division List No. 257.) 


| Murphy, John 
| Nolan, Col. John P. (CGialway,N 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O'Connor, James (Wicklow,W. 
| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Dowd, John 
| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
| O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 
Partington, Oswald 
| Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J.A. (Saffron Walden 
| Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
| Pirie, Duncan V. 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
| Priestley, Arthur 
| Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
| Reddy, M. 
tedmond, John E. (Waterford 
tickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, Johr Bryn (Eifion) 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Zoe, Sir Thomas 
Rose, Charles Day 
| Runciman Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 


| Schwarn, Charles E. 


| Seely, MajJ EB(Isle of Wight) 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR(Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C( Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 





Toulmin, George 
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Trevelyan, Charles Philips | 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 





Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney ) 
Weir, James Galloway | 
White, Luke (York, E.R ) 


Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) | 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte — [ 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Alisopp, Hn. George | 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Bagot, Capt Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 

Bain, Colonel James Robert | 
Balearres, Lord | 
jalfour, Rt. Hn. A.J(Mancb’r. | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt Hn GeraldW(Leeds | 


Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch, | 


Janbury, Sir Frederick George | 


Bartley, Sir George C. 'T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
signold, Sir Arthur 

siewood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
sond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
ssymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Jutcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ. A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, 'T.(S thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, CaptainPercy A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, Wm. Bromley 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn.Sir Joseph | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralpb 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants., W 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Woodhouse, SirJ'T(Huddersf’d | 


NOES. 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwynEdward 


| Fergusson, Rt. Hn SirJd(Mane’r 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


| Finlay, SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
| Fisher, William Hayes 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 


| Gardner, Ernest 


Garfit, William 


| Gibbs, Hn. A. G. H. 


Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 

Gordon, HnJ E (Elgin & Nairn) 

Gordon, MajEvans(‘I’rH’ mlets 

Gore,*Hn. S. F. Ormsby- 

Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 

| Goulding, Edward Alfred 

| Grabam, Henry Robert 

| Gray, Ernest (West Ham 

| Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 

| Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 

| Grenfell, William Henry 

| Greville, Hn. Ronald 

| Groves, James Grimble 

| Hall, Edward Marshall 

| Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 

| Hambro, Charles Eric 

| Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 

| Hare, Thomas Leigh 

| Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 

| Heaton, John Henniker 

| Henderson,'Sir A. (Statford, W. 

Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 

Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J F(Sheffield, Brightside 

Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 

Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 

Hunt, Rowland 

| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 

| Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 

| Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W 

| Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 

Lawson, Hn. H.L.W(Mile End 

Lee, Arthur H (Hants, Fareham 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) . 
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| Younger, William 
; Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayes—Sir 
| Charles Dilke and Mer 





Stuart Samuel. 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.- Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, RtHnWalter( Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 


| Lucas, Reginald J (Portsmouth 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclyer, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW, 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsh. 


| Malcolm, Ian 


Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt Hn Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
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Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Saunderson, RtHn Col. Edw. J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. | 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Stewart, Sir Mark J M“Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


| Tollemache, Henry James 
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Velby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H. (Yorks 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


Shaw-Stewart, Sir H( Renfrew) | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas Tuff, Charles 


Smith, Abel H (Hertford, East) | Tufnell, Lieut.- 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside | Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Smith, RtHnJParker (Lanarks | Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. | 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) | Welby, Lt.-ColA.C.E.(Taunton | 


+ , | 
Spear, John Ward 


The Chairman then proceeded succes- 
sively to put forthwith the Question on 
any Amendments moved by the Govern- 
ment of which notice had been given, and 
on every Question necessary to dispose of 
the business allotted to the sitting. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 2, line 12, at the eud, to insert the 
words, ‘nor shall leave to land be withheld in 
the case of an immigrant who shows to the 
satisfaction of the immigration officer or board 
concerned with the case that, having taken his 
ticket in the United Kingdom and embarked 
direct therefrom for some other country 
immediately after a period of residence in the 
United Kingdom of not Jess than six months, 
he has been refused admission in that country 
and returned direct therefrom to a port in the 
United Kingdom.’ ”°—(.Mr. Seeretary Akers- 
Douglas.) 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Col. Edward Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 





TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
| Viscount Valentia. 

| 


only a temporary stay in the United King- 
dom.’ ”--(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, “That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 17, at the end, +o insert the 
words ‘or if security is given to his satisfaction 
that undesirable immigrants will not be landed 
in che United Kingdom from those ships except 
for the purpose of transit.’”—(.Wr. Secretary 
Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, “That the Amendment be 
made,”’ put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 22, at the end to insert the 
words ‘but an immigrant conditionally disem- 
barked shall not be deemed to have landed so 


| long as the conditions are complied with.’ ”"— 


Question, “That the Amendment. be | 
made,” put, and agreed to. | 


Amendment proposed -- 


** After the words last inserted, to insert the | 
words, ‘and leave to land shall not be refused | 


(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question “That the Amendment be 


made,” put, and agreed to. 


Question put, “That the clause, as 


merely on the ground of want of means to any | amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


immigrant who satisfies the immigration officer | 
or board concerned with the ease that he was 
born in the United Kingdom, his father being a 
British subject, and that he iatends to make 


AYI 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon, George 


| Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O, 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 257; 
Noes, 188, (Division List No. 258.) 


ye 
Le 


Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Bagot, Capt JoscelineFitzRoy 








Go 
Go 
Go 


Go 








189 Aliens 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colone] James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, RtHn, A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour,,Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R, (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 

3ull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Buxton, Sydney Chas (Poplar 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. ©. W. (Derbysh. 
(ayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.( Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos, H.A.E. 
Colston, Chas Kdw H Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon, Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, RtHn, Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon, A. de Tatton 
Faber, Admund B, (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt HnAilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ(Mane’e. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R, BUInv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway,;William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon, A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk 
Gordon, Hn J E (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans(‘L’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon, 8S, F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hn, George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


| 
| 
| 
' Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
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Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, S<dward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F, 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Mary of L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon, Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords, NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A(Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 4 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent,Faversham 
Hozier, Hon, James HenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 
Kenyon, Hn, Geo. 'T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, RtHn, Col W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. IF, (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn H L W (Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH. (Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon, Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.- Col. A. R. 
Long, Col Chas W( Evesham) 
Long, RtHnWalter (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col, Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’ th 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn, Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Chas, (Liverpool) 
M'Lver, SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcohn, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middiemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


iad 


Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants | 
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Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer | 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A, 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Karl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col Edward 
Purvis, Rebert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

titchie, Rt. Hn, ChasThomson 
toberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
tobertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneaux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
tutherford, W.W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H, 8S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. HnColEdw. J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Sharpe, William Edward. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H (Renfrew 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, H.C (North’mbTyneside 
Smith, Rt HnJParker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt Hn Lord (Lancs) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hn, Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E, (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East ‘Toxteth) 


; Thorburn, Sir Walter 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tulf, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 


| Welby, Lt.-Col ACE(Taunton) 


Welby, Sir Charles G. E( Notts 


| Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 


Wharton, Rt. Hn, John Lloyd 
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Whiteley, H.(Ashton und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E. R 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, LL. 

Austin, Sir John 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
3oland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brunner, Sir John ‘Tomlinson 
Beyce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N.E( York, NR, Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, John A, (Inverness-sh 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph: 

Donelan, Captain a. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir Wiliam 

Edwards, Frank 

Klibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC (SAndrw’s B’ghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Mmmott, Alfred 

Ksmonde, Sir ‘Thomas 

Kve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
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Wilson-Todd, Sir WH ( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Heary Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


NOES, 


{| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AyYes—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia, 





O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) | 
| O'Kelly, James( Roscommon,N 
| O'Malley, William 


| O’Dowd, John 
| 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. | Parrott, William 


Fuller, J. M. F. 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E.( Berwick 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, Jolin 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick | 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan, W 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George} 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 








Partington, Oswalc 

Paulton, James Mc llor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman b. 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden 
Perks, Robert Wiliam 


| Philipps, John Wynford 


Pirie, Duncan VY. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert Johi 
Priestley, Arthur 

dea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Bition) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

tose, Charles Day 

funciman, Walter 

Russell, I. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj. J.-E. B. (Isleof Wight 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Statford) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamfora 

Smith, Samuel (Flinz: 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hn C R( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Hn. Philip Jas. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
‘Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 


Tomkinson, James 





Mooney, John J. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen | 
Moulton, John Fietcher 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Col. John P(Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, ‘Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow,W 


Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
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Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid | 'T¥LLERS ror THE Noxs—Me 


Wilson, FredW(Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Clause 2 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 30, to leave out the words 
‘Janding of immigrants for the purpose of,’ and 
insert the words ‘ disembarkation of immigrants 
for the purpose of inspection’ ”—(Mr, Secretary 
Akers-Douglas)—iustead thereof, 


Woodhouse, SirJ'T(Huddersf‘d 
Yoxall, James Henry | 


Herbert Gladstone and Mr: 
William M’ Arthur, 


- (Mr. Secretary Akers - Douglas) — instead 
thereof. 


Questicn, ‘That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed te, 


Amendme:t proposed— 
‘In page 2, line 36, at the end, to insert the 


, words ‘Rules made under this section shall 


Question, “That the Amendment be 
made,’ put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 33, to leave out the words 
‘holding of meetings of the board if convenient 
on an immigrant ship,’ and insert the words 
‘place of meeting of the board.’”—(Mr, Seere- 
tary Akers-Douglas)—instead thereof, 


Question, “That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


In page 2, line 36, to leave out the word 
landed,’ and insert the word ‘disembarked.’ ” 


provide for notice being given to masters of 
immigrant ships and immigrants informing 
them of their right of appeal, and also, where 
leave to land is withheld in the case of any 
immigrant by the immigration officer, for 
notice being given to the immigrant and the 
master of the immigrant ship of the grounds 
on which leave has been withheld,’’—(Mr. 
Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question, “ That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to. 


Question put, “That the clause, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 237; 
Noes, 187, (Division List No, 259.) 


AYES, 


Agg-Gardner, James 'Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon, George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Bentinck, Lord 


Bingham, Lord 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Bond, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwcod, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Brodrick, Rt. Hn, St. John 


Bathurst, Hn, Allen Benjamin ; Chamberlain,Rt,Hn. J. (Birm.) 


| Chamberlain, Rt. HnJ A.( Wore. ) 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A, 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn Thos H, A, E. 
Colston, Chas, Edw. H. Athole 
| Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 

| Corbett, TI. L. (Down, North) 


Henry C, 








Bain, Colonel James Robert Brymer, William Ernest | Cripps, Chas, Alfred 
Balcarres, Lord Bull, William James | Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r | Butcher, John George | Cubitt, Hon, Heary 


Balfour, Capt C. B, (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn.Gerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C, T. 
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Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar) | Dalkeith, Earl of 
Carson, Rt. Hn. 
Cavendish, V. C. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Sir Edw. H. 
W. (Derbysh. ) 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 


G 
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Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, RtHn Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon, A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt Hn. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’gs 
Fisher, Willian’ Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon, A, G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elein& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Eva"s ('rH’m’ts 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
<ireene, W. Raymond (Cambs) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Halsey, Rt. Hon, Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry 
‘Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford} 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay Hon, Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H,. (Hanley) 
Heath, Sir Jas. (StaflordsNW 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfrea ¢ ; 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hoge, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Maversham) 
Hozier, Hn, James H, Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert M. 
Kenyon, Hon, Geo, 'T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt Hn.Col. W. 


Aliens 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
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Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, RtHnWalter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis( EdinburehW 
M,Killop, James (Stirlingsh. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hn, Sir Fredk. G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H, Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herb. Pike( Darlington) 
Peel, HnWmRobt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 


Bill. 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, S. Forde 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye ~ 
| Round, Rt. Hon. James 
| Royds, Clement Molyneux 
|; Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
; Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. (Stopford) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw.J 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.( Renfrew) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
| Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
| Smith, HC( North’ mb yneside) 
| Smith, RtHnJ Parker (Lanarks 
| Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Spear, John Ward 
| Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes) 
| Stewart, Sir M. J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M, 
Stock, James Henry 
Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin “East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hon, Sir Wm. H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
! Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
! Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
| Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R. 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Qvin, Col. W. H. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 





Ratcliff, R. F. 


NOES, 


-Allen, Charles P, 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHnHerbert Henry 


Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John 
daker, Joseph Allen 
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Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland - 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N. (York, NR Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, %.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, John A (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC(SAndrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Ksmonde, Sir Thomas 





Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William | 
Findlay, Alexander (LanarkN& | 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


| Moulton, John 





Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
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Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred EK. (Morley) 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson KE. 

Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan'V 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W, ) | 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis | 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) | 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M’Crae, George 

M’ Kean, John 

M Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Fletcher 





} 





Murphy, John 


| Nolan, Col. John P(Galway, N. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 


| O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
| O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 


O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N) 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | 


Perks, Robert William 
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Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

tose, Charles Day 

funciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj. J.B. B. (Lsleof Wight 


| Shaw, Charles Edw (Stafford) 


Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 


| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR( Northants 
Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. BR.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart{ Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George ( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred \W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 
Woodhouse, SirJ'T(Hudd’rsti’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


FOR THE Noes—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M’ Arthur 


Question put, “That the clause stand 
part of the Bill.” 
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The Committee divided :+-Ayes, 260; Noes, 153. 


Azg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, Charles P. 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 

Bagot, Capt Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R (Christch.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagegree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick Rt. Hn. St John 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar) 
Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Gecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain. Rt Hn. J. (Birm) 
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AYES. 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doughty. Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Edwards, Frank 

Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt HnAilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn Sir J Manc’r) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ssBghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest ‘ 
Forster, Henry William 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk 
Gordon, Hn JE(Elgin & Nairn) 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’mlets) 
Goschen, Hn George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham. Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 


Bill. 
(Division List No. 
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260.) 


Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W 
Kerr, John 


| Keswick, William 
| Kimber, Sir Henry 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 


| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Hencage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol, 8) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, D. (Li¥erpool) 
Maconochie, A. W, 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis( EdinburghW 


| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire ) 
| Malcolm, Ian 


Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs) | 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Grenfell, William Henry 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Groves, James Grimble 





Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


| Hamilton, Marq of(L’donderry) 
| Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 


| 
| 


Chamberlain, Rt Hn JA (Wore. | 


Chamberlayne, T (S’thampton) 
Chapman, Edward 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clive, Captain Percy A 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. EdwH.Athole 
Cook, Sir Fredk. Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl! of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt Hn. Sir Joseph C 





| 
| 
} 
| 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords.N.W) 
Henderson Sir A.(Stafford,W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J F (Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard. J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herb. Merton 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


Manners, Lord Cecil 


Marks, Harry Hananel 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn, Sir Fredk G, 
Milvain, Thomas 


| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
| Montagu, Hn. J. Scott(Hants) 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 


| Morrison, James Archibald 


| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A, 

Murray, Col, Wyndham (Bath) 


| Myers, William Henry 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury 
Pease, Herb, Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 
Percy, Earl 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Pierpoint, Robert 


| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
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Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliff, R. F. | 
Reckitt, 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas, T. 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Rose, Charles Day 

Round, Rt. Hn. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 

tutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col, S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Harold James | 


| Soares, 
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Seely, Maj. J.E.B(IsleofWight) | 


| Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 


Shaw, Chas. Edw (Stafford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Kast) | 
| Smith, H.C( North’ mbTyneside 
| Smith, RtHnJ Parker( Lanarks) 
; Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

| Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Ernest J. 

| Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 





Samuel, Sir H. 8S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


7 De 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col EdwJ 


Schwann, Charles E, | 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Austin, Sir John 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Jarlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

_ ye, John 

Brig cht, Allan Heywood 
Brunne ‘r, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N.E. (YorkNRWhitby 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. R tamsay (Galway 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 


Thornton, Percy M. 

| Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


M. 


NOES. 


Field, William 

| Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil | 
Harmsworth, R. Le sicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir Wm. Henry - 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 


N.E.) 


Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty. 

Law, Hugh Alex(Donegal,W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall | 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin | 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 





Arthur (Durhani) | | 


Kennedy, Vincent P.(CavanW) | 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen | 


bo 
bo 


Bill. 


Tuff, Charles 
| | Tuke, Sir John Batty 
| Vincent, Col Sir CEH(Sheftield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H 
| Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Welby, Lt.-Col A C k(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E, (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (AshtonundLyne) 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, Sir JT(Hudd’ rsfi’d 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
| Wortley, Rt. Hn, C.B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


(ELLERS FOR THE AYES.—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 

Murphy, John ; 

| Nolan, Col JohnP (Galway, N, 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
(0 Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
| O’ Brien, ge ‘k (Kilke nny) 
| O’Brien, P. « J. (Tippe rary, N.) 
O Connor, Jame s(Wic :klow,W.) 
| O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
| 0” Dowd, John 
| 0 Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O’Ke lly, James (R ZoscommonN 
| O° Malle »y, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
| Parrott, William 
| Partington, Oswald 
| Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
| Pirie, Duncan V. 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Price, Robert John 
| Priestley, Arthur 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Ricke tt, J. Compton 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 
Russell, T. W. 
Herb. L. (Cleveland) 


Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Slack, John Bamford 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 
| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 


| 
| 8 Samuel, 
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Tomkinson, James 


Aliens 


Toulmin, George 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 


And, 


Chairman left the Chair 


it being aiter Midnight, the 
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| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

| Whiteley, George (York, W.R) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
| Wilson, FredW (Norfolk, Mid) 


to make his 


| 
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Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Cap- 
tain Donelan. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress, to — sit 


again to-morrow, 


“That it is expedient to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided 
| by Parliament, of the salary and remun- 
eration of any officers, inspectors, or 
persons appointed unde: any Act of the 
present session to amend the Law with 
regard to Aliens, and of any expenses 


incurred in carrying such Act into effect.” 





ALIENS [EXPENSES]. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


|Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R. | 


Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. HnHughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt Hn A. J. (Manch’r) | 
Balfour, Capt C. B (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt Hn GeraldW(Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christeh | 
Banbury, Sir Ferderick George | 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 


| Bigwood, James 


the Question. 





"] 
! Noes, 152. 


AYES. 


Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


| Bond, Edward 

| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
| Brymer, William Ernest 

| Bull, William James 


Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm 
Chamberlain, Rt. HnJA(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T (S’thampton) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 





—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, 
the Chairman proceeded to put forthwith 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 214; 


(Division List No. 261.) 


| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
| Dalkeith, Earl of 
| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davenport, W. Bromley 


| Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 


Denny, Colonel 


| Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
| Dickson, Charles Scott 


Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers 
Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York 
Fellowes, Rt.HnAilwynKdw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJd(Mancr 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R BUInv’rn’ssB'ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 





ee 
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Flower, Sit Ernest Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Forster, Henry William Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Galloway, William Johnson Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
(Gardner, Ernest | Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 


Garfit, William Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Gibbs, Hn. A. G. H. Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristols. 
(iodson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | Lonsdale , John Brownlee » 
(Gordon, Hn. J.E. ( Elging Nairn | Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
(jordon, MajEvans- (‘I’rH’m'ts | Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
(oschen, Hn. George Joachim | Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Goulding, Edward “Alfred Macdona, John Cumming 





Graham, Henry Robert Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW) 
Grenfell, William Henry M’Killop, James (Stirlingsh) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald Malcolm, Ian 

(roves, James Grimble Manners, Lord Cecil 

Hall, Edward Marshall Markham, Arthur Basil 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas ¥. | Marks, Harry Hananel 
Hambro, Charles Eric | Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Hamilton, Marg of (L’donderry ; Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Hare, Thomas Leigh Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Hay, Hon. Claude George Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fredk. ( 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) Milyain, Thomas 





Heath, Sir Jas. (StaffordsN.W) | Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Henderson, Sir A (Stafford,W) | Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


Hickman, Sir Alfred | Morrell, George Herbert 

Hill, Henry Staveley | Morrison, James Archibald 
Hoare, Sir Samuel | Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Hogy, Lindsay | Mount, William Arthur 

Hope, J F (Sheffield, Brightside | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Hoult, Joseph | Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

a Robert Paterson | Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham | Myers, William Henry 

Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil | Nicholson, William Graham 
Hunt, Rowland | Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace | Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. Wellesley 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | Percy, Earl 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred | Pierpoint, Robert 

Jessel, Captain Herb. Merton | Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T( Denbigh) | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col EdwJ. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,East 
Smith, H C (North mbTyneside 
Smith, Rt HnJParker(Lanarks) 
| Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M’Taggart 
| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Stock, James Henry 
| Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Bast Toxteth) 
| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tutf, Charles 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Col Sir C EH(Sheftield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt Hn Sit Wm. H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt Col A. C.E(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. Jobn Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (AshtonundLyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Wyndham-Quin, Col. Vv. H. 


| TELLERS FOR THE AyYEs.—NSir 
Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W | Pretyman, Ernest George 

Kerr, John Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col Edward 
Keswick, William Purvis, Robert 

Kimber, Sir Henry tatcliff, R. F. 

Lamont, Norman Reid, James (Greenock) 

Laurie, Lieut. General femnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Law, Andrew “on (Glasgow) | Renwick, George 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Ridley, 8. Forde 
Lawson, tay End) | Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


NOEN 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) Black, Alexander William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling Boland, John 

Allen, Charles P. Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Brigg, John 

Baker, Joseph Allen Bright, Allan Heywood 
Barlow, John Emmott Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


Barran, Rowland Hirst Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


purke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, NE(York, NR Whitby 
Caldwell James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S. 
Cawley, Frederick 

| Channing, Francis Allston 


| 
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Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, John (Invernessh) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis John Edward (Notts) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William | 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E. 
Flavia, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh) 
Joyce, Michael 


Question put, “That the 


report the Resolution to the House.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Bagot, Capt Josceline FitzRoy 





‘COMMONS} 


| Kearley, Hudson E, 

| Kennedy, Vincent P (CavanW) 
| Langley, Batty 

| Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cornwall) 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

McCrae, George 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Col John P. (Galway,N) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P.J(Tipperary, N.) 
O’Coanor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. 
Parrott, William 


Jd 


; Partington, Oswald 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Perks, Robert William 


| Philipps, John Wynford 


Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John EK (Water +d 
Rickett, J. Compton 


Chairman do 


AYES 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn AJ (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Chrisch.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 





| 
| 
| 
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Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj. J. E. B. (Isle of Wight 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E) 
Thomson, I’. W. (York, W. R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart( Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, EF. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (HwlW 
Wilson, Fred W.(NorfclkMid.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.'T. (Huddersf'd 


THE Nogs—Sit 


Esmonde 


TELLERS FOR 
Thomas 
Captain Donelan. 


and 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 160; 
Noes, 126, (Division List No. 262.) 


3athurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

| Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
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Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 

sull, William James 

Sutcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn JA (Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T.(S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. N. A. E. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Josephe. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt.Hn. A. Akers- 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt.Hn.Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hn. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hn Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marg of(L’nd’nderry 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Jarran, Rowland Hirst 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

Burke, E. Haviland 
Buxton, N. E( York, NR, Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
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Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil | 


Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herb. Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH. (HantsFareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott, (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol S. 
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Noes—Sir 
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Patrick O’Brien. 





Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


MEDICAL ACT (1886) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and re- 

ported, without Amendment; to be read 


the third time to-morrow. 





DOCKYARD AND CONTRACT BUILT 
SHIPS. 


Return ordered, ‘ of Ships of 5,009 tons 
and upwards built for the Admiralty 
since the Ist day of January, 1893, in (1) 
His Majesty’s Royal Dockyards ; and (2) 
by Contract, under the following head- 


ings :— 
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—(Mr, Kearley.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to, War Stores 
(Commission) Bill. 


Amendments to — Clyde Navigation | 


(Reconstitution) Bill [Lords]; Mansfield 


Corporation Bill [Lords]; Hastings T.am- 


_ ways Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


} 
| 
| 
| 
' 
} 
\ 
} 


Adjourned at nineteen minutes 
before One o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 11th July, 1905. 


COMMISSION. 

The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :— 

{. Consolidated Fund (No, 2), 

2, Mr. Speaker’s Retirement. 

3. War Stores Commission. 

4, Local 
Orders (No. LO), 

5. Local Government 
Orders (No, 13). 

6, Local Government 
visional Orders (No. 4). 
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Government Provisional 
Provisional 


(Ireland) Pro- 


7. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 7). 
8. Highland Railway. 


9, Great Northern Railway. 


10, University College, London 
(Transter). 

1]. Weaver Navigation. 

12. 

13. Swansea Corporation. 

14. South-Eastern and London, Chat- 
ham, and Dover Railways. 


Seaham Gas. 


15. Hythe Corporation. 
16, Stepney Borough Council (Super- 
annuation). 


17. Great Western Railway (New Rail- 
Ways). 


8. Hastings Tramways. 
$. Clyde 


tion), 


_ 


Navigition (Reconstivu- 


20. Manstield Corporation. 


21. Barrymore Estate. 


22. Donovan’s Divorce. 
House adjvurned during pleasure. 


House resumed. 


SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Boyle (E. Cork and Orrery) 
sat first in Parliament after the death 
of his father. 


VOL. CXLIX. [Fourrn Sertes.] 
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Bill Business. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


-_—_—_ 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way Bill; Worcestershire County Council 
(Bridges) Bill Reported, without Amend- 
ment, 
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London and North-Western Rail- 
way Bill, The King’s consent signified ; 
and Bill reported, with Amendments. 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate 
Bill [H.L.]; Metropolitan Electric Tram- 
ways Bill; Dublin United Tramways 
Bill. Reported, with Amendments. 


London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill; Rhondda Urban District 
Council Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill— 
(Durham and Framwelgate Order op- 
posed); Bolton Corporation — Bill; 
Wemyss Dock Bill [H.L.] ; North Eastern 
Railway Bill; North Eastern Railway 
(Steam Vessels) Bill. Leave given to 
the Select Committee to adjourn over 
To-morrow. 


Malvern Water Bill; Rathmines and 
Rathgar Extension and Improvement 
Bill. Moved, That the order made on 
the 16th day of March last, “‘ That no 
Private Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time 
atter the 27th day of June next,” be 
dispensed with, and that the Bills be now 
read 2"; agreedto, Bulls read 2" accord- 
ingly, and committed. The Committees 
to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Com- 
pany (Various Powers) Bill [H.1.]. 
Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Liverpool, etc.) Bill [H.1.]; 
Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London No, 2) Bill [#...]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.]> 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill [H.L.]. Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments. 


I 
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Hitchin and District Gas Bill. Re- 
turned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


Paislev District Tramways Order 
Confirmation Bill [H.u.]. A Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order relating to 
Paisley District Tramways. Was_ pre- 
sented by the Marquess of Linlithgow 
(pursuant to the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Sections 
8 and 9); read 1*; and to be printed. 
(No. 135.) 


Esk Valley Power-Gas Order Con- 
firmation Bill [H.L.]. A Bill to confirm 
a Provisional Order relating to Esk 
Valley Power-Gas. Was presented by 
the Marquess of Linlithgow; read 1*: 
to be printed; and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure  (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, Section 7), deemed to 
have been read 2"; and reported from 
the Committee. (No. 136.) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill. Moved, 
That the order made on the 16th day of 
March last, ‘* That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time 
after the 27th day of June next,” be 
dispensed with, and that the Bills be 
now read 2,; agreed to; Bills read 2* 
accordingly. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. Committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. Committed. The Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill. Committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill[u.L.]. Amendments reported (accord- 
ing to order), and Bill to be read 3 on 
Thursday next. 


Millport Piers and Burgh Extension 
Order Confirmation Bill; Local Govern- 
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ment Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill. 
Read +3* (accordingl to order), and passed. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill [H.1.] Read 3* (according 
to order), and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (COMMITTEE 
ON ROYAL COLLEGE OF SCIENCE), 
Preliminary Report of the Depart- 

mental Committee on the Royal College 

of Science (including the Royal School 
of Mines) and questions connected there- 
with. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 
Annual Return of the Volunteer Corps. 
ot Great Britain, for the vear 14. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS. 
Report of proceedings as 
Ireland, for the year 1904. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


regards 


PUBLIC MEETINGS (FACILITIES) 
BILL [H.L. }. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments. The Report 
of the Amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole House and by the Standing 
Committee, to be received on Thursday 
next, and Bill to be printed as amended. 
(No. 134.) 


SHIPOWNERS’ NEGLIGENCE 
(REMEDIES) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read, 


*Lorp LUDLOW: My Lords, although 
this a short Bill, I think I shall be able 
to satisfy your Lordships that it is a very 
important one. Its object is to remedy 
a very great grievance, indeed a very 
great injustice, that now exists. The 
Bill in no way alters the existing law, 
but enables it to be put into effect. It 
enables those workmen who ought to 
have the benefit of the law as it stands 
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are aware, the legislation passed for a 
great many years has been in favour 
of protecting the workman in his em- 
ployment, and, as far as possible, seeing 
that when he is injured he is compen- 
sated. Various Acts have been passed 
for that purpose. There have been 
the Factory Acts, the Workmen’s Com- 
ensation Act, and the Employers’ 
Liability Act. This Bill does not 
quite guard the workman against the 
same injury as the Employers’ Liability 
Act. What this Bill really does is to 
protect the workman, not against the 
injury caused in his employment by 
the immediate employer, but rather by 
a third person. 


As your Lordships know, a dock, 
whart. and harbour are now held to be 
a factory under the Factory Acts. In- 
speetors can go there and inspect the 
ships and the process of loading and 
unloading ; and if a workman is injured 
while employed in loading or unloading 
he is able to obtain compensation. At 
the present moment the difficulty is 
to carry that law into _ force. 
In the event of a man being injured 
on a British ship in a British port, the 
shipowner being resident in this country, 
the workman brings his action and gets 
compensation; but in the case of a 
foreign ship in a British port a very 
different thing takes place. Foreign 
ships come into our ports, and men go 
on board to load and unload, and not 
infrequently they are injured in that 
employment. But what happens in 
those cases at the present moment ? 
The workman brings his action, but 
there is nobody upon whom he can serve 
the notice as the foreign ship has sailed 


away. He then goes to the agent and 
serves the notice upon him. Cases 


have oceurred in which he brings his 
ac.lon and wins it, but when he goes. to 
get his compensation he finds there is 
no one from whom he can claim it. 
The agent is held not to be a ship- 
owner, but merely an agent for loading 
and unloading the ship, and in a case 
of that kind the workman is not only 
non-suited, but has the burden of the 
costs of the action thrown upon him. 
Iam sure your Lordships will admit 
that that is very untair. 
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Although that seems a great hardship, 
it may be contended that a case ot that 
kind never occurs. I may inform your 
Lordships that within the last eight 
years, in the port of London alone, there 
have been eight cases of fatal injury and 
fifty cases of serious injury. In every 
one of these cases the workmen brought 
actions, and in a great many they won 
their actions, but they got no redress, 
because in all those cases the foreign 
shipowner was not resident in this 
country and the ship had sailed, and 
therefo e there was nobody to recover 
compensation from. If there have been 
tifty cases of serious injury and eight 
fatal cases in the port of London alone 
in eight vears, | am sure your Lordships 
will understand that the number must 
be ve y considerable when the whole of 
the ports throughout the United King- 
dom are taken into consideration. If 
any damage is done to a British ship by 
a foreign vessel coming into port colliding 
with that ship, we at once arrest that 
foreign vessel under Admiralty jurisdic- 
tion, and the vessel is detained in this 
country until security is given for any 
compensation that may be awarded in 
any action at law. In this Bill we ask 
that what takes place in regard to a 
foreign ship when she is in collision 
with another vessel shall take place as 
regards personal injury on board in 
consequence of the wrongful act, neglect, 
or default of the owners of the ship, 
master, or officers, or crew thereof, or 
any person in the employment of the 
owners of the ship. We ask that in 


‘such cases the ship should be detained 


until the shipowner or master satisfies 
the Court that when an action is brought 
there will be a defendant from whom 
redress can be obtained. 


The present system, under which 
foreign ships can sail away and escape 
liability, is very hard on the British 
workman and on the B:itish shipowner. 
li this Bill passes your Lordships’ 
House, the result will be that English 
and foreign vessels will be put on an 
equal footing, and the fore gn vessel 
will no longer trade with great advantages 
in this matter over the British ship. 
It will make effective the law which 
already exists, which is that a workman 
damaged or injured through the negli- 

I 2 
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gence of a shipowner, or the officers and 
crew on board the ship, shall be com- 
pensated. This Bill simply makes the 
Act effective. It will do away with a 
distinct grievance that workmen now 
labour under, and in every way will 
be a great benefit to the British ship- 
owner. To sum up the Bill, it proposes 
to put British and foreign shipowners 
on the same footing, and to secure that 
in future a workman injured on board a 
ship shall be able to bring his action, 
and, if he succeeds, recover. If this Bill 
passes, there will be no longer any 
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reason for British ships being sailed | 


under a foreign flag. 
cases where this is done simply for this 
purpose. The Bill has been carefully 
considered in another place, has met 
with no opposition, and has received 
the approval of the Attorney-General ; 
], therefore, hope your Lordships will 
give it a Second Reading. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
2."°—(Lord Ludlow.) 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I do 
not rise to object to this Bill, but to ask 
the noble Lord in charge of it whether, 
when we go into Committee, he will 
consider an Amendment on the lines of 
that moved by Mr. McArthur in another 
place, and which was withdrawn at the 
instance of the Attorney-General, who 
promised to bring up an Amendment 
or a clause to carry out that which was 
considered only fair and right by the 
House generally. It was that if an 
employer had to compensate his work- 
men for injuries done through a foreign 
ship, he should be entitled to get back 
those damages from the foreign ship. 
The Attorney-General promised to look 
into that question and bring up a clause, 
but when the clause was drafted Mr. 
McArthur pointed out to the Attorney- 
General that under it the employer of 
the ship who had had to pay the com- 
pensation could only proceed after he 
had paid the compensation, and by that 
time the foreign ship might have gone 
no one knew where. I think it will be 
clear that it is ridiculous to put in a 
clause which leaves such a loophole. 
I understand from the noble Lord who 
has moved the Second Reading of this 
Bill that he is willing to consider that 


Lord Ludlow. 


There are many | 
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clause again, as also is the Attorney- 
General, in order to carry out what was 
the desire of the House of Commons. 
In those circumstances I only wish to 
ask the noble Lord whether that js 
correct. If so, I will endeavour between 
now and the Committee stage to see 
him and ascertain if we cannot arrange 
upon words which will be equally accept- 
able to the shipowners and to those in 
charge of the Bill. Meanwhile, generally 
speaking, I wish to give my cordial 
support to the Bill. 


On Question, Bill read 2" and com. 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 


| House on Friday next. 





AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, 
ETC., CONTINU ANCE BILL, 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 


HORSE DISEASE IN IRELAND. 

*THe Ear or MAYO rose *'Toask His 
Majesty’s Government—(1)} What steps 
have been taken and are being taken to 
enforce the regulations laid down in the 
Circular of 1904, respecting epizootic 
lymphangitis, issued by the Department 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
(Ireland) ; (2) How many cases are at 
present known to exist in civilian stables ; 
(3) How many horses have been des- 
troved, and how many are now in quatan- 
tine.” 


The noble Earl said: My Lords, on 
June 30th I drew attention to the out- 
break of epizootic lymphangitis in Ire- 
land, and I do not wish to say anything 
now with regard to the introduction of 
the disease through the importation of 
infected horses. The replies which the 
noble Earl the Under-Secretary of State 
for War gave me on June 30th were 
satisfactory, inasmuch as he stated that 
the military authorities had succeeded 
in stamping out the disease in military 
stables, and had not had a case since 
October, 1904. So far, so good. But 
the noble Earl admitted that he believed 
the disease was spreading in civilian 
stables in Ireland. I do not say that it 
is spreading to an enormous extent, 
but the worst feature is that the local 
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veterinary surgeons are uncertain in 
many cases whether horses suffering 
from epizootic lymphangitis are merely 
suffering from ordinary farcy. The De- 
partment of Agriculture issued a circular, 
but it is difficult to enforce it for several 
reasons. One is that the compensation 
offered when a horse is killed is half the 


value of the horse up to £40, and this | 


you may imagine, when vou come to deal 
with valuable horses, is practically of no 
account at all. The danger, therefore, 
is that the disease is 
there is a chance of its spreading. 


There is another point in the circular | 


which the Department has  issued— 
namely, that animals infected have to 
go into quarantine for six months. I 
know of one case in the county of Kil- 
kenny. A gentleman there has turned 
out his horses to grass; they are all 
contined in one field. He has some polo 
ponies, and he has just received orders 
that the ponies are not to be removed 
from the yard, I believe not even from 


the boxes in which they are actually | 


kept. Now, that is an impossible state 
of affairs. They have only to remain 
long enough in the boxes and they will 
die; and this is all through his buying 
from an officer in the Army a mare 
which developed epizootic lymphangitis 
and had to be shot. It is no good 
making complaints unless one suggests 
a remedy, and [ might humbly suggest 
this to the Department of Argiculture, 


that there should be a compulsory in- | 


spection of all horses, mules, and, perhaps 
donkeys, that exist in the areas where 
the disease started amongst military 
horses. That would be a very good 


beginning. And then [ would suggest 
that a small Commission of expert 


veterinary surgeons, one or two from 
the Department, and two or three at 
least from the 
should be appointed. 


The military veterinary surgeons seem | 
about this matter than | 


to know more 
anybody else, and I hold in my hand a 
book on the subject which is called “ A 
Treatise on Epizootic Lymphangitis,” by 
Captain Pallin of the Army Veterinary 
Vepartment. Armed with this book and 
the circular issued by the Veterinary 
Department of the Board of Agriculture, 
there is no reason why a local veterinary 
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military authorities, | 
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surgeon could not, at all events, report 
| a case of suspicion to the Commission in 
| Dublin, and then a member of the Com- 
mission could go down and inspect the 
animal, If that was impossible, some of 
the discharge from the ulcers of the animal 
affected could be sent and microscopically 
examined. The circular, as I have said, 
mentions that there should be six 
months quarantine; but in the order 
issued by the veterinary surgeon of 
the Department of Agriculture he 
says the disease is so dangerous, and 
there is so little chance of remedy, 
that the best thing to do is to shoot the 
animal. Therefore, ] say that this in- 
struction and the order for six months 
quarantine do not run together. It 
| seems ridiculous that the head veterinary 
surgeon of the Department should say 
horses shovld be destroyed at once, 
and that the Department should say 
they are to be quarantined for six 
months. I beg to put the Questions 
standing in my name. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or THE 


BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mar- 
quess of LonpDONDERRY) : My Lords, I 
am perfectly certain that everyone who 
knows Ireland wil] recognise the great 
importance of the horse- breeding in- 
dustry in that country, and how 
necessary it is, if the fame of the breed 
isto be maintained, and add, as it does, 
to the revenue of that covntry, that 
every care should be taken to stamp out 
disease. My noble friend has told your 
Lordships that it is not necessary to 
allude to the manner in which the disease 
arose in Ireland. He did not deprecate 
'the manner in which the authorities in 
| Ireland were endeavouring to cope with 
‘it and stamp it out. 


| *THe Ears or MAYO: The military 
| authorities. 


Marquess or LONDON- 
|DERRY: The noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary of State for War rightly 
| stated, in reply to the Question put to 
/him by Lord Mayo the other day, that 
‘the military authorities were doing 
their best to stamp out the disease, and 
I hope I shall show before I sit dowa 
that the Department of Agriculture, who 


THE 
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are, of course, responsible in this matter 
from the civilian point of view, are 
also doing their utmost to exterminate 
it. The circular alluded to by my 
noble friend is that of March, 1904. 
In reply to his first Question—namely, 
what steps have been taken and are 
being taken to enforce the regulations 
laid down in this circular ?—IJ have to 
say that precautions respecting con- 
firmation by microscopic examination 
of cases of the disease, isolation of in- 
fected animals and their subsequent 
slaughter, and thorough cleansing 
and disinfecting at places of outbreak 
have constituted part of the ordinary 
procedure which the local authorities 
in co-operation with the Department 
have followed. And, in addition, re- 
strictions have been applied to a number 
of horses suspected of being exposed 
to infection as the result of these out- 
breaks. These restrictions are included 
in the Order of July 4th, 1905, prohibit- 
ing the movement of horses out of the 
counties of Kilkenny or Waterford, and 
providing that no other horses except 
those within the counties of Kilkenny or 
Waterford should be exhibited at shows 
held in those counties. The disease, so 
far as I can gather, has been confined 
to Kilkenny and Waterford, and that is 
the reason why these special regulations 
were made applicable to those counties. 
I think the authorities have gone a long 
way in preventing the spread of this 
most disastrous and dangerous disease. 


With regard to the second Question, 
I have to say that only one apparent 
case of the disease is known to exist 
at present in civilian stables in Ireland. 
The local authorities have been advised 
to destrov that animal and two other 
horses that have been kept in the same 
stable, and the Department have been 
this day informed that the local authori- 
ties have ordered the slaughter of those 
three horses. In reply to the third 
Question—namely, how many _ horses 
have been destroved and how many 
are now in quarantine /—I have to say 
that twenty-five horses and one ass 
have been destroyed on civilian premises 
in Ireland up to the present time in 
connection with outbreaks of this disease. 
Three further horses, as I have just told 
your Lordships, have now been ordered 


The Marquess of Londonderry. 


{LORDS} 


im Ireland. 224 


to be slaughtered. Sixty-two other 
horses and two asses are now in quaran- 


tine. Your Lordships would no doubt 
wish that more drastic measures hed 
been taken, but when the value of 


the horses, and the fact that the price 
paid when they are compulsorily 
slaughtered is small, are considered, | 
think vour Lordships will admit thet 
the authorities are doing their best, 
according to the means at their disposal, 
to stamp out the disease. I repeat 
that the Irish Executive sympathises with 
the view the noble Earl takes, en 
can assure him that every step will be 
taken not only to prevent the spread of 
the disease, but to entirely stamp it out, 


EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I 
unable to be here when my noble friend 
opposite asked this Question the other 
day, or I should have spoken upon it. 
This is a verv serious matter, and I 
regret that Ireland, with which I was so 
long connected and where I know the 
value of horses is so great. should have 
suffered considerably already by this 
disease. Iam glad to hear trom the noble 
Marquess that the Department are taking 
v-TY vigorous steps to stamp it out. In 
times gone by Ihave had a good dea! to do 
with contagious diseases among different 
animals, and I have noticed that when 
there isa disease of the virulence which is 
said to belong to this disease the mostdras- 
tic remedies are certainly the cheapest i) 
the end; and I, therefore, sincerely trust 
that the authorities wil! not shrink 
from applving the drastic remedy of 
slaughtering animals to the fullest extent 
which the circumstances require. 


Was 


I cannot help thinking that very 
serious responsibility rests on certain 
departments in His Majesty’s service in 
regard to this matter. Iam informed that 
officers, on their return from South 
Africa, reported to the proper authorities 
at the War Office that very serious disease 
indeed existed at the depots for horses 
in South Africa. They felt so strongly 
about this that one distinguished general 
officer tod me they asked the author- 
ities whether they could re-horse the Army 
with animals bought in this country, 
and on receiving a rep'y in the aifirmative 
they said that that being so the War Office 
ought not to have one single horse back 
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from the depots in South Africa, which! is nobody to object or to raise questions 


were full of disease. 
given, the Government incurred great 
responsibility by allowing these animals 
to come here at all. -I would like to 
know how many military centres have 
had the disease, and also whether a good 
many horses were not found to be 
diseased during the voyage home from 
South Africa. I heard that in one case 
a great many horses were thrown over- 
board suffering from serious disease. 


It may be said that as the Government 
consider they are coping successfully 
with this disease it is not necessary 
to refer to what took place before; but 
we know this, that if a centre of such 
disease is set up it takes a long while 
to make certain that the disease has not 
spread to civilian as well as military 
establishments. There may be a time 
of quarantine after which one may be 
sure that animals in contact have not 
become infected, but people when they 
have disease among their horses do not 
always report it. Sometimes they do 
not know it; and, therefore, vou cannot 
be quite sure, even after a certain time, 
that you are safe in the neighbourhood 
of one of these military depots where 
the disease existed. I do not know 
whether the Government will be willing to 
state how many have occurred 
in the United Kingdom, and whether 
I am correct in saying that the caution 
given by officers on their return from 
South Africa was neglected. If the 
disease spreads in Ireland it may come 
over here, because, as we know, a great 


cases 


many horses are brought over from 
Ireland to this country. We cannot 


lav too much stress on the great im- 
portance of the utmost vigour being 
exercised in stamping out the disease. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I associate myself with every word of 
the speech of my noble friend who has 
just sat down as to the necessity of 
dealing with this subject in a most drastic 
manner. We were told on a former 


occasion, and again to-day, that in 
military establishments the disease has’ 


been prevented from spreading and 
entirely stamped out. That has been 
accomplished because the military 


authorities can act drastically. There 


If this advice was | 


of the value of the horses, and the horses 
are quickly destroyed and the source of 
infection removed. The noble Marquess 
hinted at the point I am going to raise. 
I refer to the question of compensation. 
He said the amount received for com- 
pensation in cases where horses were 
killed did not bear a very large propor- 
tion to the real value of the animal. If 
that is the case, naterally people who 
have a horse which they think may have 
become infected do not report it at 
once, because they know that if the 
animal is slaughtered they will get as 
compensation a very small proportion of 
its value. That is false economy indeed. 
I do not say tnat you ought to go out of 
your way and pay high prices for worth- 
less stock. That would be absurd. But 
when a horse is valuable, I think a 
proper estimate should be made, and the 
animal should not have a chance of being 
spared simply on account of its value. 
I hope the Government will accept the 
suggestion I have made, and that they 
will be liberal in granting compensation 
in respect of animals that are slaughtered, 
and will announce the fact that they 
will do so provided it can be shown that 
the animals are of the value stated. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: My Lords, | 
regret I do not see the noble Lord who 
represents the English Board of Agri- 
culture in his place, for I should have 
liked to ask him, with regard to this 
very serious horse disease, what pre- 
cautions have been taken to safeguard 
this country from its meursion. TI desire 
to press on the Government for some 
reply as to what extent this particular 
disease has been prevalent in the military 
dep its, because I think that information 
would be of immense service to the 
Board of Agriculture in this country im 
determining what danger there may be 
to our horses here. Probably some 
member of His Majesty’s Government 
will be able to give me the information, 
or I will put down a Question on the 
subject to be answered at a future date. 


THE Marauess or LONDONDERRY: 
My Lords, if we had had the slightest 
idea that this question would have taken 
this large aspect, and infermation would 
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have been asked with regard to England, 
undoubtedly those qualified to address 


your Lordships on this subject would | 


have been present; but I attended to 
reply to the specific Questions put by the 
noble Earl. The noble Earl opposite 
went a great deal further, and asked 
questions with regard te the bringing 
back of horses from South Africa. IT am 
not in a position at the present moment 
to answer that Question. I had thought, 
after the discussion which took place on 
a previous occasion, that it was agreed 
that the replies given bv the noble Earl 
on behalf of the War Office were satis- 
factory. I certainly think this question 
is one of very great importance. I 
remember we had a disease in the North 
of England called pink-eye, which took all 
the energies of the authorities to stamp 
out ; and having had experience of that 
myself, I can assure the noble Lord that 
he has my sympathy in this matter, and if 
he will raise a debate on this question I 
can assure him that he will be adequately 
replied to. With regard to the question 
of compensation, I do not wish to be 
understood to say that anv animal which 
might be likely to be considered suffering 
from, or capable of conveying, the disease 
should be spared, however expensive 
or valuable it mav be. What I wished 
to convey was that I thought great 
caution should be exercised before animals 
of great value were sacrificed which had 
not suffered from the disease at all. | 
can assure your Lordships that the 
Veterinary Department in Ireland, and 
T imagine also in England. are instructed 
to examine most closely into the details 
of this terrible disease. and nothing is 
wanting on the part of the authorities 
to deal effectively with it. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Oystow): My Lords, 


although the representative of the English 


Board of Agriculture is not in the House 
to deal with the points raised by the 
noble Lord opposite, I doubt very much, 
even if he had been here, whether he 
could have given him much satisfaction. 
The fact of the matter is, this is a disease 
which has been almost wholly imported 
into this country by Army horses, and 


the information which I think we all de- | 


sire to know is to what extent the disease 
is prevalent amongst military horses, 
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and what precautions are being taken 
in the military depéts to prevent the 
spread of the disease to horses the pro- 
perty of civilians. I notice that the 
noble Earl the Under-Secretary of State 
for War has just come into the House, 
and it may be that he will be able to give 
us some information upon the question, 
which is primarily one for the War Office 
and not for the Board of Agriculture, 
although the Board of Agriculture is 
the guardian of the health of our horses, 
flocks, and herds. 


*THE UNDER - SECRETARY : or 

STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Donovucn- 
MORE): I have not got the English 
figures with me, but my impression is 
that there are very few cases in the 
Army now. We rather pride ourselves 
that in the Army we have stamped out 
the disease. We have had no case in 
Ireland since October, 1904, and I do 
not think we have had many cases in 
England lately. I shall, however, be 
very happy to make inquiry. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: Can the noble 
Earl say whether he has had any com- 
munication with the English Board of 
Agriculture on the subject / 


*THE Eart or DONOUGHMORE: I 
cannot answer that Question offhand, 
but I will be prepared with an Answer 
if the noble Lord will put the Question 
down for Thursday. 


Lorp HENEAGE: Are we to under- 
stand that there have been cases amongst 
Army horses jn England as well as in 
Ireland ? 


*THE Earn oF DONOUGHMORE: I 
think the figure given last year was 
about 300 odd ; but again I am speaking 
entirely from memory. 


Tue Eart or MAYO: I may men- 
tion, for the information of noble Lords, 
that the Army statistics up to July 28th, 
1904, show that in England there had 
been twenty-one centres of infection 
and in Ireland nine. There were thirty- 
two cases cured, 254 horses had been 
destroyed, and 108 remained ; so that 
in England: at that time there were 
twenty-one centres of infection. 
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99 Aden Protectorate 
ADEN PROTECTORATE AND YEMEN. 
Lorp REAY rose * To call attention to 
the necessity for deepening the harbour 
of Aden, and to the demarcation between 
the Aden Protectorate and Yemen; and 
to move tor Papers.” The noble Lord 
said: My Lords, I am indebted to the 
courtesy of the noble Marquess who placed 
at my disposaj] the recent correspondence 
on the deepening of the harbour of Aden, 
and who autherised me to quote from that 
correspondence, which is very interesting. 
In August, 1901, the Bombay Govern- 
ment appointed a Commission to inquire 
into the necessity for deepening the 
harbour, and that Commission was pre- 
sided over by the Chairman of the Bom- 
bay Port Trust, Mr. Hughes, than whom 
no more expert administrator of ports 
could have been appointed. Great 
weight attaches to the Report of a 
Commission presided over by so able an 
official and it should be very carefully 
considered, and I should be inclined to 
adopt the proposals of that Report with 
regard to the deepening of the harbour. 


The Commission point out that the 
port of Aden is the natural coaling 
station for the whole trade through the 
Suez Canal with India, Ceylon, China, 
and the Australian Colonies, and that 
any further deepening of the harbour is 
mainly, if not entirely, necessary to 
enable vessels of practically any draught 
to coal and transfer mails and passengers 
in the shelter of the port. The Com- 
nussion further recommend that appli- 
cation should be made for a grant-in-aid 
of £80,000, on the ground that this is 
more than a work of local importance and 
is a work of Imperial importance, in 
Which not only British shipping but the 
shipping of all parts of the world is 
interested. The Commission also pro- 
posed a scheme for a public whart by 
reclaiming Tawahi Bay. On that question 
I admit there has been some difference 
of opinion, and I do not wan’ to com- 
plicate my advocacy of the necessity 
and importance of deepening the harbour 
by dwelling on that part of the Report. 
I therefore put it aside, with only one 
reservation—that I think it would be 
prudent to take measures to prevent the 
alienation of land which may hereafter be 
required in case the public wharf should 
be considered necessary. 
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With regard to the deepening of the 
harbour, I may say that there is in India 
among those interested in the matter com- 
plete unanimity. The Indian chambers 
of Commerce, when they were con- 
sulted by the Government, all re- 
ported in favour of the deepening of the 
harbour, and the steamship companies 
whose ships use the port of Aden, have, 
in a letter to the Government, stated 
that in consequence of the increased size 
and draught of steamships it is necessary 
for the harbour to be dredged to a depth 
of thirty feet at low water ordinary 
springtides ; also, that a large mooring 
basin of this depth should be made 
to afford the space required for maz- 
ceuvring vessels when approaching and 
leaving their moorings, and that at 
least three more mooring buoys should 
be included in the deep-water area. Tue 
Bombay Government have always in- 
sisted on the necessity of this work, and 
in February, 1904, in one of the last 
documents on the subject, tor the perusal 
of which I am indebted to the courtesy 
of the noble Marquess, they asked tor 
the loan of one or two dredgers from 
Gibraltar, which, however, the Ad- 
miralty could not supply. I am quite 
aware that the Aden Port Trust are 
engaged in deepening and extending the 
mooring basin, but, according to their 
own admission, it will take fifteen years 
to complete the work with the Trust’s 
own unaided resources. 


It seems clear that Aden will remain 
useless as a coaling station for ships 
ot greater tonnage than second-class 
cruisers until the entrance channel and 
moorings and swinging basin are dredged 
and widened. We cannot lose — sight 
of the fact that Aden is the only port 
between Suez and Bombay—a distance 
of 3,000 miles—which could afford sate 
accommodation for ships of greater 
tonnage. The Commission are satisfie | 
that if Aden is to maintain its position 
as a trading centre active measures are 
desirable, besides the improvement of the 
port in order to develop trade, and they 
urge the improvement ot communica- 
tions with the interior on the Arabian 
side. They recommend a railway from 
Aden carried as far as practicable in the 
direction of Sana. I understand—per- 


haps the noble Marquess will give us 
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information on the point—that a con- 
cession has been applied for in order to 
make a railway trom Aden to Nobat 
Dakin via Lahej. That, of course, would 
involve the co-operation of the Sultan of 
Lahej, which no doubt could be obtained. 


The Commission also attached great 
importance to a railway from Berbera 
to Harrar—a railway which would con- 
nect our Somali coast ports with Harrar, 
and therefore make us independent of 
the line from Jibuti to Harrar. On this 
railway there would be considerable 
traffic with Ogaden as well as with 
Abyssiria. The Commission further ex- 
press the hope—and this point seems 
to me to be one of importance—that the 
duties levied on imports and exports in 
our Somali coast ports should be con- 
sidered with a view to a_ reduction, 
because the existence of those duties tends 
to put a premium on trade by other 
available routes which are free from 
duties. 

I suppose there will be no objection 
to publishing the Report of the Aden 
Commission. I think it very) im- 
portant that its contents should be 
more widely known, and it has already, 
as I have said, been communicated to the 
chambers of commerce in India. I would 
further ask the noble Marquess, in order to 
show the importance of the trade of Aden, 
to give us the figures of that trade for 
1902-3, 1905-4, 1904-5, as regards three 
categories—foreign trade of Aden, local 
trade of Aden, Indian trade of Aden. 
The figures are given in this correspond- 
ence for the previous years, and they 
are very interesting. 


is 


I shall only say a word about the 
demarcation of the boundary line. On 
that question I understand that there 
will be no objection to give us such 
information as is absolutely necessary in 
order to form an opinion on the subject. 
I believe I am right in stating that the 
Government have been successful in 
getting the boundary line between our 
protectorate and the Turkish province 
of Yemen demarcated. When the Papers 
are given I hope they will include a map 
on the subject, so that we may be 
able to find out which of the tribes 


are under British influence and which of 
the tribes are under Turkish influence—I 
say under Turkish influence, although 
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(there seems to be some doubt how far 
at present Turkish influence extends in 
Yemen. 


I would also ask the noble Marquess 
whether he has received information 
that negotiations are going on between 
the Turkish Government and the Arab 
Imam of Yemen, who has already 
captured Sana, his dynastic capital, and, 
besides, has also occupied Mocha. These 
negotiations, I understand, are on the basis 
that the Imam shall pay tribute to Turkey 
as a feudatory and receive a grant of 
internal autonomy over upper Yemen 
,and Sana. Perhaps the noble Marquess 
can inform us what the prospect is of 
order being maintained in Yemen, when 
the Imam obtains this autonomy. and 
whether in the arrangement which 
contemplated Turkish troops will still 
be located on that side of the 
or whether the internal autonomy 
involves that the Turkish troops will 
longer occupy that territory. Is it 
intended to take any steps in order to 
secure that the new boundary line 
will be respected ? | believe the noble 
Marquess will allow me to move for 
the Report, for the trade statistics, 
and also for such Papers as the 
Government can communicate with re- 
gard to the demarcation of the boundary 
line. 


is 
ay yrder 


no 


Moved, *“* That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty for—1l. Report 
on Aden Harbour by the Aden Commis- 
sion, appointed in August. 1001, 2. 
Figures of the recent trade of Aden; 
foreign, local and Indian, %. Papers on 
the boundary line between Yemen and 


the Aden Protectorate.’ —(The = Lori 
Reay.) 

Lorp BRASSEY: My Lords, as a 
member of the Commission on the 


Defences of the Coaling Stations, I feel 
it my duty to say a few words in support 
of the Motion of my noble friend. Many 
of your Lordships are familiar with the 
port of Aden and know its external 
aspect. The charts show how c:reum- 
scribed is the anchorage. That defect 
should have been remedied long ago. 
The Government have dealt with the 
question of the defences, They 
have been strengthened and brought 
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thoroughly up-to-date, but the port has 
been neglected. My noble friend has 
pointed out that the coaling facilities 
are not as satisfactory as could be wished. 
Then there are considerations with regard 
to defence. A limited number of ships 
assembled in the anchorage wouldseriously 
impede the action of the batteries, and 
those ships would be imperfectly pro- 
tected. If the harbour were deepened 
the ships would be well protected and 
would not lie in the line of fire of the 
batteries. The cost of the work which 
is necessary is inconsiderable; it is 
simply a work of dredging, and it has 
been strongly recommended by every 
Committee of experts which has had 
under consideration the defences of Aden 
and the improvement of the port for 
the purpose of trade. Action has no 
doubt been delayed owing to the difficulty 
of the apportionment of the expenditure. 
It would seem but fair that the expendi- 
ture should be divided between the 
Home Government and the Government 
of India. It is quite unnecessary to 
enlarge on the importance of the position 
of Aden both as a naval and commercial 
port, and I hope the step which my noble 
frend has taken this afternoon may 
have the effect of inducing that action 
which has been far too long delayed. 


*Tue UNDER SECRETARYor STATE 
ror INDIA (The Marquess of Baru): 
My Lords, I have to thank the noble 
Lord who has raised this question for 
his courtesy in supplving me with the 
headings of the Questions which he 
proposed to ask, and which cover a wide 
extent of country as well as a considerable 
number of subjects. The first Question 
asked by the noble Lord was with regard 
to the intentions of the Government as 
to the Report of the Commission on the 
improvement of Aden Harbour. The 
noble Lord passed by deliberately that 
portion of the Report which recom- 
mended in very strong terms the building 
of wharfage with a number of landing 
piers to accommodate the largest vessels 
and men-of-war. It was a proposal the 
cost of which the Commission them- 
selves placed at eighteen lakhs of rupees. 
I am bound to allude to it because I 
contend that the Report of the Com- 
mission must be dealt with as a whole, 
and that all their recommendations 
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must be taken into consideration. The 
other part of the Report recommended 
the dredging of the inner harbour to a 
uniform depth of thirty feet. The esti- 
mated cost of this part of the scheme 
they fixed at twelve lakhs of rupees, or, 
as the noble Lord said, £80,000. 


It is perfectly correct, as the noble 
Lordstated, that the whole ofthechambers 
of commerce in India were strongly in 
favour of this portion of the Report, 
provided that the Imperial Govern- 
ment bore the cost. They were 
equally unanimous, I think I am cor- 
rect in saving, in strongly condemning 
the first portion of the Report 
with regard to the wharfage, because 
they declared that it was not required 
and that the estimates of the Commission 
were wrong. In forwarding the recom- 
mendation the Commissioners urged that 
the Port Trust could repay the first loan 
of eighteen lakhs for the wharfage schem? 
from the increased receipts obtainable 
from the harbour if the Government 
of India would lend the money, but they 
were opposed, as I think all are opposed, 
to an increase in the harbour dues. The 
Commissioners also urged that the dredg- 
ing of the harbour was an Imperial 
question, especially on account of the 
fact that Aden was a fortress and a naval 
station. I do not want to labour the 
point, but, as the noble Lord stated, the 
Port Trust are at this moment engaged 
in deepening the harbour, thoush it will 
take some fifteen or sixteen vears, as 
they only have about a lakh a vear to 
play with. 


With regard to the strategic question, 
the Admiralty, when they were consulted 
two or three vears back, expressed the 
opinion that there were other matters 
of much greater need which required 
to be dealt with, and said that, so far as 
they were’ concerned, they could not 
recommend the adoption of these pro- 
posals. That is still the opinion of the 
Admiralty, who consider that there are 
far more important requirements than 
the deepening of Aden Harbour. 
Perim, on the line of route, affords everv 
facility for the coaling of the largest 
ships of war, and the Admiralty do not 
consider the deepening of Aden Harbour 
a matter of strategic importance. I[ 
regret, as Lam sure your Lordships must 
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do, the causes that prevent my noble | 


friend the First Lord of the Admiralty 
from being in his place to-day; but, 
of course, in this matter I could only 
consult the naval authorities, and this 
I understand to be their opinion now 
as strongly as it was when they were 
last consulted. They were also asked 
to lend two dredgers free of cost to the 
Port Trust in order that the work of 
dredging might be got on with rather 
more quickly, but the Aden people 
seem to have been misinformed on the 
subject. The dredgers were not lying 
idle at Gibraltar as they were supposed 
to be. 

To come to the decision which was 
arrived at, the Government of Bombay 
and the Government of India agreed that 
the wharfage scheme was_ financially 
unsound and that the Port Trust would 
not be able to repay the loan from its 
revenue. The Government of India have 
expressed their desire to consider the 
practicability of any scheme that may 
be placed before them, but they are not 
prepared, as at present advised, to pro- 
vide money for the immediate deepening 
of the harbour. I hope the noble Lord 
will understand that [ do not for a 
moment deny that the further deepening 
of Aden Harbour is an important matter, 
or that the Port Trust can do any more 
than they are doing with their present 
income. The figures which I am author- 
ised to supply to the noble Lord in 
answer to his Question, and which will 
be laid upon the Table of the House, 
show a material increase in the trade 
of the port. We have not got the figures 
up to last year but have telegraphed 
for them. and we have every reason to 
believe that they are satisfactory. I am 
also able to assent to the Motion which 
the noble Lord makes that the Report 
of the Commission sball be laid on the 
Table, and, although I cannot say exactly 
when that will take place, or whether 
or not we shall wait till we have had an 
answer from the Government of India 
with regard to the question we have 
put to them as to when we may expect 
a revised scheme, still the Papers shall 
be laid upon the Table of the House. 


I would only say, before parting with 
this portion of the noble Lord’s Question, 
The Marquess of Bath, 


{LORDS} 





236 
that the decision which has been arrived 
at is so far not a final one. The Govern- 
ment of India are perfectly prepared to 
consider any practicable scheme that 
may be placed before them, but at 
present no such scheme is forthcoming. 
I am bound to add that the Report to 
which the noble Lord has drawn at- 
tention has not yet been before the 
Secretary of State, although he does 
actually know of its existence, but I 
trust that the inquiries we are making 
of the Governments of India and of 
Bombay will enable us to give a further 
Answer to the noble Lord. » 


ww! 

There are no schemes at present 
under consideration with regard to rail- 
wavs from Harrar to Berbera, or from 
Aden in the direction of Sana. A con- 
cession for a railway in the territory ot 
Lahej had been in a fair way of settle- 
ment, but the Abdali Sultan had omitted 
to refer to the British authorities,as bound 
by the Treaty of 1849, which required 
him to refer all things relating to the 
peace, progress, and prosperity of Aden, 
and when our representatives looked 
into the scheme it was found that there 
were several grave objections to it. 
There was a provision boycotting Jews 
and Europeans, and the scheme was not 
worked out in sufficient detail. Another 
scheme is being awaited, none yet sub- 
mitted having recommended itself to 
the approval of the authorities. I am 
unable to supplement the information in 
the public Press with regard to what is 
going on in Yemen, or to predict the 
result of the negotiations now going on, 
but it is hoped that, either by these 
negotiations or by the more energetic 
measutes which it iS understood the 
Turkish Government are preparing to 
take, some sort of order will be restored 
among the tribes throughout the district. 


and Yemen. 


As to the Aden Hinterland, a line has 
been demarcated from Sheikh Murahd, 
on the coast opposite Perim, to the River 
Bana, embracing the Subaihi, the Hau- 
shabi, and the Amiri tribes. From the 
Bana it is agreed that the line should 
go in a north-easterly direction as far as 
the desert, but it has not been considered 
necessary by the two Governments 
actually to demarcate this line. In this 
demarcation we have followed the re- 


presentations made as far back as 1873 








= 
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by Lord Granville to the Turkish Gov- 
ernment. No tribes have been trans- 
ferred from one sphere of influence to 
another on either side, and our liabilities 
and responsibilities remain unaltered. 
Direct British administration has never 
been established over these tribes, and 
is not established now. They are under 
a protectorate, and the policy of the 
Government always has been to refrain 
from intervention in their tribal affairs, 


We have, however, recognised that 
there are certain duties which the tribes 
ought to perform. The representations 
of 1873 were based upon treaties with 
sections of the tribes. Arrangements 
have been made with other sections of 
the same tribes on the same lines as 
formerly, with the exception of one in 
the case of the Amir of Dthala. We 
on our side give protection and a small 
subsidy to the tribes. On their side 
they permit no foreign interference, 
undertake that there will be no alienation 
of territory except with the consent of 
the British Government, and maintain 
the trade routes. The country of the 
Amir of Dthala was that in which we had 
trouble some time ago, and the two Gov- 
ernments have now been able to come to 
an agreement with regard to delimitation, 
but it has always been exposed to diffi- 
eulties from the Turkish side of the 
frontier. In his treaty, therefore, special 
provision has been added that he should 
protect the boundary pillars, keep 
order within his own boundary, and 
keep a small force of not more than 
fiity men to enforce his authority. His 
subsidy has been increased for that pur- 
pose. While we have not in any way 
extended our liabilities, we have reduced 
the chance of trouble by having a clear and 
definite understanding as to the boundary 
and the obligations of the tribes on each 
side of the frontier. 


THe Marquess or RIPON: My 
Lords, I entirely agree with my noble 
friends behind me as to the commercial 
importance of the harbour of Aden, and 
anything that can be done for the im- 
provement of that harbour for com- 
mercial purposes would be of very great 
advantage. I understand from the noble 
Marquess the Under-Secretary of State 
for India that the matter is still under 


{11 Jury 19)5} 


and Yemen. 238 


the consideration of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment. I believe that the Report of the 
Commission is dated 1901. We have 
now arrived at 1905, and the noble 
Marquess tells us that the Report has not 
yet been regularly before the Secretary 
of State. I should hope, after four years 
delay, that no further delay may take 
place in considering the matter. This 
question is undoubtedly one of great 
importance and one in which, as the noble 
Marquess knows very well, much interest 
is felt at Bombay by those engaged in 
commercial enterprise. But I confess 
that in this, as in all other things con- 
nected with India, when they involve 
anything in the nature of a charge on 
Indian revenues, I find myself in a 
difficulty. The object may be very im- 
portant, very necessary, but the finan- 
cial resources of India are so limited 
that when appeals of this kind are made 
and the Government of India say they 
cannot do what is asked, [am not very 
much inclined to press forthe expenditure. 
I see vast proposals for military expendi- 
ture to be charged, I imagine, upon 
the revenues of Inlia. In those cir- 
cumstances, [am well aware that the civil 
and commercial interests ot India will 
inevitably suffer; but at the same time, 
when the opportunity offers and the 
Secretary of State can find leisure to 
read this Report, I hope he will acknow- 
lelge that it is very desirable to improve 
the harbour of Aden, which isa very im- 
portant port of call for commercial pur- 
poses. 


*Lorp REAY: I understand that 
there is no objection to my Motion for 
the Aden Report, for the figures of recent 
trade, and for Papers on the boundary 
line ? 


*THe Marquess or BATH: None. 


*Lorp REAY : There ison!ly one point 
on which I wish to make a further 
observation. The noble Marquess the 
Under-Secretary will have noticed that 
I did not press for the deepening of the 
harbour of Aden on account of any 
strategic reasons. 


*THe Marquess oF BATH: I referred 
to that matter because the chambers of 
‘commerce rather made a point of it. 
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*Lorp REAY: 
of the harbour on account of the com-| 
mercial importance of the port, and I) 
need not say that I heard with pleasure 
from the noble Marquess that the Cov- 
ernment of India are prepared to con- 
sider any further scheme which may be 
placed before them. I think their eyes 
are so completely turned to the North- 
West that there is some risk that other 
parts of the Empire under their control 
are liable to be neglected ; and it was for 
that reason that I thought it right to 


offer the few observations I addressed 
to your Lordships this evening. I 
may add that I also heard with 


satisfaction that it is not intended to 
interfere more directly in the administra- 
tion of the internal affairs of the tribes 
and that the policy of leaving them 
in an autonomous condition, subject to 
the reservations the noble Marquess 
referred to, will be maintained. 

On Question, Motion agreed te; and 
ordered accordingly. 


TO PLACES OF 


EUROPE. 


PASSENGERS OUT 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE | 


of 
to 


COLONIES (The Duke 
Mar.poroucn): My Lords, I beg 
move for the Return which stands 
the name of the noble Marquess the 
Lord Privy Seal, and in doing so I may | 
remind vour Lordships that this Return | 


FOR THE 


is very similar to one which was moved | 
for at the beginning of this session and | 


| * THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 


to which your Lordships assented. That 
was a Return of the number of aliens | 
arriving from the Continent at ports in 
the United Kingdom in each month of 
the vear 1905. The Return for which 
I am now moving is to enable figures to 
be prepared as to the numbers and 
nationalities of the passengers leaving 
the United Kingdom for places outside 
Europe in each month from 
December, 1905, the desire being that 
this Return should form a sort of a 
complement to the others which have | 
in previous years been laid before Parlia- | 
ment. 


Moved, ‘That there be 
the House a Return showing 


laid before | 
the Num- | 


bers and Nationalities of the Passengers | 


that left the United Kingdom for Places 
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J urged the deepening | out of Europe in each month from June to 


in | 
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December, 1905, distinguishing the prin- 
cipal countries in which the passengers 
contracted to land.””—(The Duke of Marl- 
borough.) 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I confess 
I am still somewhat surprised at the 
Motion. In the first place, I think it is 
wrong grammatically. It is very curious 
to speak of passengers who “ left the 
United Kingdom” on a future date. 
It would, I think, be more grammatical 
to say who “left or shall have left.” 
However, I think it is a mistake to order 
a Return going beyond the period 
reached. It would surely be sufficient 
when Parliament meets to move for a 
Return for the previous year. 


SECRETARY or STATE ror 
|FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): If the Return to 
be for the information of Parliament 
when it meets next year, surely Parlia- 
ment will be better informed if the 
information is up to the end of the year. 
With regard to the suggested alteration 
in the grammar of the Motion, my noble 
friend the Under-Secretary informs me 
that the previous Return was moved in 
| exactly the same form. 


| 


*THE 


is 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: On 
| that occasion the grammatical error 
/may not have been noticed, but I hope, 
now that it has been pointed out, that 
‘there will be no objection to putting the 
Motion right. 


‘do not understand that the grammatical 
alteration will qualify the sense of the 
Motion, and we therefore agree to it. 


On Question, Motion, as amended, 
agreed to and ordered acccrdingly. 





June to} 


MOROCCO. 

Eart SPENCER: My Lords, on the 
Motion for the adjournment of the House, 
I beg to ask the noble Marquess the 

[meeoney of State for Foreign Affairs 
la Question of which I have given him 
| private notice, namely, whether it is true 
‘that the French and German Govern- 
ments have come to an agreement with 


| 


; regard to a conference on “the affairs of 
‘ 











94] Private 
Morocco ; and, if so, what is the position 
of His Majesty’s Government with regard 
to it and whether they will enter into a 
conference as the French Government ap- 
pear to have agreed to do. 


* THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, we have been officially in- 
formed, but only within the last few hours, 
that the French and German Governments 

. have come to an agreement as to the 
basis on which a conference with regard 
to the affairs of Morocco might be held in 
compliance with the invitation issued 
some time ago to that effect by the Sultan 
ofthat country. The conference will there- 
fore. no doubt, take place ; and if it does 
take place the interests of this country in 
Morocco are of such a character that we 
should certainly think it right to partici- 
pate in the proceedings of that conference. 
We shall, therefore, accept the proposal, 
whichjwill, no doubt, be made to us to join 
upon suitable conditions with the other 
Powers in the discussions which will arise. 


STANDING COMMITTEE. 
teport from the Committee of Se- 
lection, That they have added the Earl 
Cadogan to the Standing Committee ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PASSENGERS TO PLACES OUT OF 
EUROPE. 
feturn (in part) respecting; laid 


before the House (pursuant to order of 
this day), and to be printed. (No. 137.) 
House adjourned at ten minutes 

past Six o’clock, to Thursday 


next, & quarter-past Four 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, \lth July, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


COMMISSION. 
Message to attend the 
missioners ; 


The House went;—and, being re- 
turned;—Mr. Speaker reported the 
Royal Assent toa number of Bills (See 
page 213). 


Lords Com- 
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Bill Business. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


bo 
_ 
1] 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

not previously inquired into, and which 

are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz.:—Rhymney and Aber 

Valley Gas and Water Company Bill 

[Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill 
[Lords]; Metropolitanand Great Central 
Railway Companies Bill [Lords] ; Western 
Valleys (Monmouthshire) Water and Gas 
Bill{Lords]. As amended, considered; to 
be read the third time. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London, No. 1) Bill [Lords]; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
8) Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, and 
committed— 


STANDING ORDERS, 
Resolutions reported from the Select 
Committee— 


1. That, inthe case of the South Barra- 
cas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and Coke Com- 
pany Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with. That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with their 
Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Dover 
Harbour Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with. That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with 
thei: Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to, 


Littlehampton Urban District Council 
Bil: [Lords]. Reported, with Amend- 
ments; Report to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Order relating to the 
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Counties of Essex and Hertford not con- 
firmed; Remaining Orders confirmed] 
[Title amended]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. 


Bill, as amended, 
To-morrow. 


1o be considered 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP J). 
Colonel Wertsy reported from the 
Committee on Group J of Private Bills : 
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That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confirm certain Provisional] 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 


and 1888, relating to Brenttord, Croydon 


(Rural), Durham Districts. Eastbourne 


| (Willingdon Extension), Gravesend (Ex- 


tension to Northfleet), Kingsbury, Old 


' Windsor, and Wimborne and District.” 


That the parties promoting the Local | 


Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) (Belfast, Castlereagh, and Holy- 
wood Order) Bill had stated that the 
evidence of W. Rediern Kelly, Engineer 
to the Belfast Harbour Commissioners, 
was essential to their case; 
having been proved that his attend- 
ance could not be procured without 
the intervention of the House, he had 
been instructed to move that the said 
W. Redfern Kelly do attend the said 
Committee on Thursday, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That W. Redfern Kelly 
do attend the Committee on Group J 
of Private Bills on Thursday, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 

Mr. AsHToN reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 8 of Railway Bilis; 
That, for 
the Committee had adjourned until 
Thursday, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP E). 

Sir Henry AUBREY-FLETCHER  re- 
ported from the Committee on Group E 
of Private Bills; That, for the con- 
venience of parties, the Committee had 
adjourned till Friday, at Eleven of the 
clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Woolwich 
Borough Council Bill; Great Western 
Railway (Additional Powers) Bill; 
dover Lighting and Power Bill, with 
Amendments. 


and, it | 


the convenience of parties, | 


[Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


(No. ) Bill {Lords}. 


And, also, a Bill, intituled. An Act 
to confer further powers on the Metro- 
politan Electric Supply Company, 
Limited, with respect to electrical energy ; 
and for other purposes.” {Metropolitan 
Electric Supply Company — (Various 


Powers) Bill [Lords]. 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company 
(Various Powers) Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time: and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


Provisional Orders 
Read the first time ; 
Petitions 
printed, 


Electric Lighting 
(No. 9) Bill | Lords}. 
referred to the Examiners of 
for Private Bills, and to. be 


[Bill 268.] 


PETITIONS, 





LOCAL AUTHORITIES (TAXATION AND 
PURCHASE OF LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Islington, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SINGH, MAHARAJAH MADHO. 
Petition from Pannah State, for in- 
quiry into his case ; to lie upon the Table. 
TUBERCULOSIS (ANIMALS) PREVENTION 
AND COMPENSATION BILL. 
Petition from Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 
UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BILL. 
Petitions for alteration; from Maid- 


|stone; and Wandsworth; to lie upon 


An- | 


the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETUC. 





PRISONS (SCOTLAND). 
Paper [presented 10th July]; to be 
printed. 


[No. 237.] 
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ARMY (VOLUNTEER CORPS). 
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| 


Copy presented, of Annual Return | 


of the Volunteer Corps of Great Britain 
for the year 1904 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 

Copy presented, of Circular Letter 
addressed to General Officers Com- 
manding in Chief, in substitution for 
the Circular Letter of 20th June, 1905 
iby Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
ROYAL COLLEGE OF SCIENCE (DEPART- 

MENTAL COMMITTEE). 

Copy presented, of Preliminary Re- 
port of the Departmental Committee on 
the Royal College of Science (including 
the Royal School of Mines), and Questions 
connected therewith [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 

PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 

THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Divorce and Matrimonial Causes (Rule). 
Copy of Draft Additional Rule in 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes under 
The Rules Publication Act, 1893 [by Act]. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 
The ‘‘ Kew Bulletin.” 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether, pending a decision as to the 
renewed publication of the Kew Bulletin, 
steps will be taken to complete the 
volume for 1901, which is still incomplete, 
in view of the quantity of unpublished 
matter which had been prepared for the 
Bulletin. 


Mr. BOLAND: To ask the President 
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(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
The issue of the Kew Bulletin as a 
separate publication is not of the same 
importance as was formerly the case. 
inasmuch as some of the most important 
articles from an economic point of view 
are now printed in the Journal and 
leaflets issued by the Board of Agricul- 


ture. The information given in the 
appendices to which the hov. Mem- 
ber refers has a value quite in- 


dependent of the Bu/letin itself, and, 
whatever may be the decision arrived at 
with regard to further issues of that 
publication, it will doubtless be of ad- 
vantage that that information should 
be made available for the use of the 
public in one form or another. I 
shall be glad to consider the hon. 
Member’s suggestion as to the com- 
pletion of the volume for 1901 in 
connection with the further investigation 
of the matter which I have undertaken 
to make. 
Report of Scottish Agricultural 
Commission. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): To ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture whether, in 
view of the condition of British agri- 
culture, the scarcity of employment, 
and the necessity for diffusion of know- 
ledge among all classes, he will cause to 
be distributed among the various agri- 
cultural associations of Great Britain the 
Report of the Scottish Agricultural Com- 


| mission of 1904, 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
The Report in question is of considerable 
interest, and I propose to have it carefully 
examined with a view to ascertain 


| whether it will enable us to supplement 


ot the Board of Agriculture if he can) 


explain why the alleged increasing 
demands upon the scientific staff have 
been held to justify the discontinuance 
of the Kew Bulletin, seeing that the 
present director, in his evidence before 
the Committee of Botanical Work, spoke 
of the Bulletin having become a continu- 
ous record of Kew work in all its aspects ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that 


information formerly given in the ap- | 
pendices is still published year by year, | 


| suggested. 


in any way the full information as to 
agricultural conditions and methods in 
Denmark which has from time to time 
been published both by the Irish Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and ourselves. The 
Report has, however, no official character, 
and I should searcely be justified, there- 
fore, in purchasing copies at the public 
expense for distribution in the manner 
It is, moreover, published 
at a price which should bring it within 


| reach of all concerned. 


it is proposed to continue the issue of | 
appendices to volumes which have no | 


existence. 


VOL. CXLIX, [Fourrs Sertzs.| 


Admiralty Orders for Armour Plate. 
Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): To ask the Secretary to the 


K 
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Admiralty whether he can say when, 
further orders for armour plate for the | 
needs of the Admiralty are likely to be | 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) A con- 
tract for a small quantity of armour is 


issued. | 
' 
| 


being placed during the present week. | 


Contracts for further quantities will, it 


is expected, be placed by the end of the | 
| 


month. 


Wireless Telegraphy in the Navy. 
Str THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s) : To ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty if he will state to what 


extent the system of wireless telegraphy | 


has now been applied to His Majesty's 
Fleet. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
system of wireless telegraphy has been 
applied generally to all battleships and 
cruisers and certain special craft. 

Age Limit for Major-Generals. Royal 

arines. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether it is proposed to 
reconsider the limit for major- 
generals, Roval Marines, who at present 
do not retire until the age of sixty-five, 
whereas, in the executive and other 
branches of the Royal Navy, officers of 
corresponding rank retire at sixty years 
of age, or earlier if unemployed for periods 
varying from three to five years. 


age 


(Answered by Mr, Pretyman.) It is not 
proposed to make a change in the manner 
suggested. The regulations governing 
the service and retirement of officers of 
the Royal Marines are not based on the 
same general principles as those applied 
to officers of the Navy. 


Swine Fever. 


Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, Abing- 
don): To ask the President of the 


Board of Agriculture whether the pro- 
gressive decrease of outbreaks of swine 
fever shown in each quarter of 1904, a: 
compared with the corresponding quarter 
of 1905, was continued in the first two 
quarters of 1905, as compared respectively 
with the first two quarters of 1904. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
I am glad to say that the decrease in the 
number of outbreaks of swine fever in. 
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1904 as compared with 1903 has been 


more than maintained this year, as will 
be seen from the following table :— 





Period. 1905. 1904. | 1903. 

Ist Quarter 155 320 | 353 
2nd Quarter 267 .478 526 
3rd Quarter. — 240 306 
4th Quarter — 158 | 293 
Total forthe Year. — 1,196 1.478 


The number of outbreaks during the 
first six months of the current year has 
been 422 as compared with 798 in the 
corresponding period of 1904, a decrease 
of 47 per cent. 


Report on Causes and Symptoms of Swine 
Fever. 


Mr. A. K. LOYD: To ask the President 


of the Board of Agriculture whether 
the Report of the further inquiry, in- 


stituted by the late Mr. Hanbury, on the 
causes and symptoms of swine fever has 
been issued; and, if not, when its issue 
may be expected. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
The investigations to which the hon. 
Member refers are complete, and Reports 
thereon are now in course of preparation. 
Thev are expected to be available early 
in September. 


Suggested Issue of Monthly Reports on 
Trade of Foreign Countries. 

Str SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone,W.): 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that a 
daily ‘Consular Report upon the trade of 
foreign countries is issued in the United 
States of America, and that weekly 
Reports are issued by the Department of 
Trade and Commerce of Canada; and 
whether, in view of the inconvenience 
caused to commercial men in this country 
owing to being unable to obtain the 

Reports of British Consuls on the trade of 
foreign countries until they are often 
useless, he will consider the ‘advisability 
of instructing British Consuls to forward 
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short monthly Reports on the trade of the 
countries to which they are credited. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) Tam aware 
of the Reports referred to. The weekly 
Board of Trade journal includes a large 
amount of commercial information, based 
on Reports specially supplied by British 
Consuls, who have been requi:ed since 
1><6 to send home short notes suitable for 
this purpose. Where even more im- 
mediate publication is desirable, in the 
interests of British trade, the Board of 
Trade make a practice of sending notices 
to the Press. The annual Consular 
Reports, whether of this country or of the 
United States, cannot of course be pre- 
pared until the necessary statistics are 
available, and are mainly reviews of the 
trade of the year. 


British and Foreign Troops in Crete. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs what are the 
numbers of British and international 
respectively occupying Crete ; 
under whose command are these troops ; 
for what purpose are they there ; and how 
long will they remain. 


troops 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The number 
of British troops in the island is 923, of 
French 480, who are about to receive a 
reinforcement of 200, of Italian 290, 
and of Russian 650, exclusive of 520 troops 
who are on their way. The British 
troops are under the command of the 
senior British officer, who acts with the 
advice of His Majesty’s Consul-General. 
Should the troops be engaged in joint 
operations with the Foreign contingents 
the senior officer present, irrespective of 
nationality, will assume command. The 
luiternational troops are maintained in 
Crete for the purpose of enabling the 
protecting Powers properly to fulfil the 
obligations assumed by them at the time 
when their intervention secured the 
autonomy of the island, and the with- 
drawal ot the Turkish troops. 


Finding of Gold Ornaments in Ireland. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) : To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
it the Treasury have received any infor- 
macion as to the finding of certsin gold 
ornaments m Ireland recently; and, if 
not, uf inquiry will be made ino the 
matter. 
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(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
No report has been received as to the 
finding of any gold ornaments in Ireland 
recently. If the hon. Baronet will be 
good enough to mention the locality of 
the alleged discovery, inquiries will be 
made, 


Publication of Manuscripts of [rish 
Franciscans. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury when the 
manuscripts of the Irish Franciscans will 
be published by the Historical Manuscripts 
Commission. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
I am informed that the printing of the 
manuscripts is well in hand. 


Education of Labourers in India. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India, with 
reference to the correspondence which has 
passed between him and the Indian 
Government on the subject of education 
of labourers generally in India, and in 
particular on plantations, whether he 
has now received the further Reports 
promised by the Assam and Bengal 
Governments in 1904; and, if so, will he 
make them public. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I have received a reply from the Govern- 
ment of Bengal, which I shall be glad to 
communicate to the hon. Member. The 
Chief Commissioner of Assam thinks it 
advisable to defer dealing with the sub- 
ject for another year, and will report 
later on. 


The King-Harman Estate. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether the Estates Com- 
missioners can state the total amount 
offered by them to the vendor of the 
King-Harman Estate and accepted for 
the rural portion of the estate, and the 
amount of the bonus on same; and 
whether they can state the total amount 
asked by the vendor and the total amount 
offered by them for the town portion of 
the estate, and the amount of the bonus on 
same. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
amount of the purchase money of the rural 


portion of this estate, the purchase of 
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which has been completed, is £391,521. | 
The Commissioners have agreed to pur- 
chase a portion of the town holdings in 
actual possession of tenants for £15,835. 
The bonus in each case amounts to 12 per 
cent. of the purchase money. I must de- 
cline to give information as to negotia- 
tions which have not been completed. 


Destruction of Ancient Monument on the 
King-Harman Estate. 


Mr. TULLY : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Estates Commissioners can 
state which of their inspectors reported 
as to the destruction of the ancient 
monument recently by malicious injury 
on the King-Harman Estate ; what was 
the nature of his report, and how long 
after the injury was his inspection made ; 
and what steps have the Estates Com- 
missioners taken to have the monument 
repaired and the present defacements 
removed from it. 


i+ (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners have instructed one of 
their survevors, who is an architect, to 
report upon this matter, but his report 
has not vet been received. 


Completion of Works at Poulduff Pier. 
County Wexford. 

Srrk THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland when the work at 
Poulduft Pier, county Wexford, will be 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
legal formalities in connection with the 
contract for this work have not yet been 
completed, but the matter is being 
pressed forward. 


Appointment of Resident Manager of 
Lislea No 1 National School. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Com- 
missioners of National Education are 
now in a position to appoint a resident 
manager of the Lislea No. 1 National 
School, county Armagh, in accordance 
with the declared wishes of the parents 
of children attending the school. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A 
clerical successor has not yet been ap- 
pointed to the Rev. Mr. Ingram, the 
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former manager. Pending such an ap- 
pointment the Rev. Mr. Simpson con- 
tinues to act as manager. 


Army Recruiting. 

Mr. LAMBERT: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War what steps have 
been taken with regard to recruiting 
for the short-service and general-service 
Army respectively; and, if no steps 
have been taken, will he state when it 
is proposed to commence recruiting for 
these two classes of service, 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The figures given in reply to 
a Question put to-day by the hon. Member 
for the Thanet Division of Kent will 
explain the results of the introduction 
of the nine years enlistment scheme. 
The commencement of — short-service 
recruiting must depend upon the pro- 
gress made in recruiting for general 
service, but, in view of the figures which 
I have given to the House to-day, I am 
hopeful that the date for opening short- 
service recruiting may be reached within 
the present year. 


Militia Battalions and the Short-Service 
Army. 

Mr. LAMBERT: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether any 
Militia battalions have given their con- 
sent tu being merged in the short-service 
Army; and whether it is proposed to 
proceed with that scheme without a 
direct sanction from Parliament. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) No request of the kind re- 
ferred to in the Question has been made 
to Militia battalions, nor has it ever been 
contemplated that Militia battalions 
should be merged, but that they should 
continue to exist under somewhat changed 
conditions of service. No such change 
can be made without the consent of 
officers and men serving, and the consent 
of Parliament will not be required in the 
event of any such change being made. 
It is not intended at present to give this 
opportunity to the Militia. 


Army Recruiting—Long and Short 


ervice. 
Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): To 


ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he will state what results have been 
obtained by recruiting on the nine years 
term of enlistment for the general-service 
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Army since the introduction of that | the corresponding months of the previous 
system in October last, stating the figures | year. 


month by month, and showing how they | (Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
cumpare with the results obtained for | Forster.) The figures are as follows :— 


Questions. 


























‘ For 12 Years. For 3 Years. | For 9 Years. Total. 
= =<" cnet: | intieplan 
October, 1903 - - 104 3,119 | — 3,223 
November, 1903 - 106 2,638 | -- 2,744 
December, 1903 67 2,207 | -— 2,274 
January, 1904 : a x9 3,698 | - 3,787 
February, 1904 — - 87 2,798 | - 2,885 

| 

March, 1904 - 86 2,360 | - 2,446 
April, 1904 - 5] 1,986 2,037 
May, 1904 5S 132 |  — 1,383 
June, 1904 ay 1,702 | _- 1,759 
705 21,833 | — 22,538 

For 12 years. For 3 years. | For 9 years. Total. 

October, 1904 129 1,940 386 | 2,455 
November, 1904 67 5 2,337 | 2,409 
December, 1904 79 — 2,182 | 2,261 
January, 1905 — - - 76 — 2,852 2,928 
February, 1905 — - : 79 1 1,959 | 2,039 
March, 1908 - 102 = 1,646 1,748 
April, 1905. - - 13 — 835 908 
May, 1905 : & 48 ae 974 
June, 1905 - ‘ : £3 an 1,088 | 1,131 
696 1,946 | 14211 | 16,853 





Note.—Cavalry recruiting closed until | Corps closed in 1903, opened in London, 


January, 1905. 


Royal Army Medical! 20th May, 1904. 


Army Ordnance Corps 
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only open to headquarters since 1902.; Army—Long-Term Men available for 
| 


Army Service Corps open to drivers. | Indian and Foreign Drafts. 
October, 1904, and artificers ; other- Mr. MARKS: To ask the Secretary 
wise only open to mechanical transport. | of State for War if he will state what 
Royal Artillery—Horse and Field practi- | numbers of long-term men are available 
cally closed in 1903; reopened about | for the Indian and foreign drafts this 
December, 1904. Royal Garrison Artil- | autumn ; what is the present total 
lery—Generally opened July, 1904.) strength; and when recruiting for the 
Royal Engineers—Opened in certain | home-service Army on the three years 
districts for drivers in February, 1904, | term is to be introduced ; 
and generally for drivers in all districts | 

April, 1904, and again shut 10th Sep- | 

tember, 1904. Sappers of certain trades, (Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
opened in April, 1905. Drivers reopened | Forster.) The figures for the drafts 














Ist May, 1905, generally. for 1905-6 are as follows :— 
Total India and Tropical Colonies. Other Colonies. 
20a i 
Nos. of 7, | ———--____-_""—_- 
8, and9 . ee = es 
Poin | No. of 7, No. of 7, 
“at hades Drafts | 8, and 9 |Surplusor! Drafts | 8, and 9 | Surplus or 
"1-6 03, required.| years men | wanting. | required, yearsmen | wanting. 
: available. available. 
Cavalry - - | 6,398 262 | 1,100 +938 215 1,170 +965 
Artillery-—— | 
| | | 
Horse - - | 983 215 476 +261 24 445 +42] 
Field - 3,086 871 2,452 | +1,561 416 2,200 | +),774 
Garrison - | 2,595 1,084 1325 —241 1,033 et) +237 
Infantry - | 17,495 11,826 | 8052 | -3,774) 4,599 3,900 699 











The present total strength, rank and | QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
file, at home and abroad, is 227,971. | 
As regards the last part of the Question, | ees 
it is hoped that the recruiting for nine Flogging of Boys in the Navy. 
years will have sufficiently advanced to, Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow): I 
enable the introduction of the new beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
short-service system towards the close | whether, in view of the statements of the 
of the year. | ill-treatment of boys on the training ship 
Army—Vacancies for Officers in Cavalry | “Boscawen,” submitted to him a few days 

and Guards. | ago, which statements were signed by 

Mr. MARKS: To ask the Secretary | the boy who was bought out of the Navy 
of State for War what are the total on account of such treatment, he will 
number of vacancies for officers in the | have the regulations so altered that 
various cavalry regiments and in His} corporals of training ships shall no longer 
Majesty’s Guards. be allowed to use or carry canes, and 

‘ that no other corporal punishment shall 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- | he inflicted on boys except that of not 

Forster.) The vacancies on 8th July | more than twelve strokes with the birch, 


were as follows :— such birch to be constructed practically 
Household Cavalry - = 2&2 the same as those used in public schools, 
Cavalry of the Line- - 64 and that only one man shall be employed 


Foot Guards - - - 28 to flog one boy. 
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Tae SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): As this statement refers to 
irregularities which are alleged to have 
taken place in 1892 and 1893, it is not 
proposed to take any action in the matter. 
Ships’ corporals are not allowed to carry 
canes. As regards the last part of the 
hon. Member’s Question, I have nothing 
to add to what I have already said on the 
subject, both in debate and in reply to 
Questions, ; 


Mr. HUNT: Was it not stated in 
1892-3 that flogging with a birch pickled 
in brine was so severe that a boy had to 
he examined by the ship’s doctor before 
he was birched, and after the birching 
had to be taken to the sick bay, and was 
there made a prisoner, and guarded from 
noon to sunset by a Marine to prevent 
him injuring himself. 


57 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I think these 
statements are considerably exaggerated, 
and T have nothing to add tothe Answer 
already given. 


Mr. HUNT: 


before he is birched because the punish- 
meit is sO severe that he is likely to faint ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Not because he 
is likely to faint, but because boys’ 
constitutions vary, and precautions have 
to be taken. 


Mr. HUNT: May I ask why boys, 
before being birched in a public school, 
do not have to be examined by a doctor ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No. That is an 
argumentative Question and should not be 
put. 


Mr. GIBSUN BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
If a boy should shoot his bircher, woald 
he be allowed to retire from the service ? 


|No Answer was returned, ]} 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 


Are ship’s corporals allowed to use the 


cane ¢ 


Mr. PRETYMAN: No, Sir. 
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Trincomali. 

MaJor SEELY (Isle of Wight): On be- 
half of the hon. and gallant Member for 
the Heywood Division of Lancashire, I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if it is intended to abandon the naval 
station at Trincomali. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromtery 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): My 


| hon. friend has asked me to say that this 


vard was closed in April last and will no 
longer be used in peace time. It can, 
however, be opened in war time should 
any special circumstances render this 
course necessary. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Have the 
guns been taken away, and have the 
buildings been handed over to care- 
takers 2 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: No, 
Sir, the guns have not yet been taken 
away. 


Magor SEELY: On behalf of the hon. 





Is it the case now that | 
the doctor is obliged to examine the boy | 


and gallant Member for the Hevwood 
Division of Lancashire, I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for War if it is in- 


| tended to abandon the military station 


at Trincomali; and if so, when, and for 
how long. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: It is 
intended to abandon Trincomali for good, 
as soon as the troops can be withdrawn. 


Mr. Van Rensburg. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he is aware that at the first meeting, in 
Heidelberg, of creditors in the insolvent 
estate of Mr. Van Rensburg, who recently 
resigned his seat as a nominated member 
of the Inter-Colonial Council, debts to the 





umount of £51,000 were proved, and in- 
| cluded in the list was a sum of £20,000 
|due to the Colonial Treasurer of the 
| Transvaal; and can he say for what pur- 
| pose this loan was made. 


| Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
|THE COLONIES (Mr. Lytrerron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have not yet 
received the information, but hope to do 


so shortly. 





259 Questions. 


Gentleman aware that I first put the 
Question on the Paper three weeks ago ? 
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Mr. WHITLEY: Is the right hon. | trary to the mining regulations, and to 
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| the evidence given that had they refused 
to work they would probably have been 
dismissed ; and whether. seeing that each 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Wecould not have | of the miners was fined £2, and that the 


obtained the 
period unless we had cabled for it. 


Mr. WHITLEY : 


due to the Colon’al Treasurer of the | 
Transvaal as a matter of importance ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I regard it as a 
matter of importance, but not asa matter | 
of urgency, | 

Mr. WHITLEY: Will the night hon. | 
Gentleman now undertake to cable for | 
the information 2 





Mr. LYTTELTON : No; T should not | 
be justified in cabling for it. | 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. Gentle- | 
man led my hon. friend to believe that an | 
answer might be expected in a short 
time. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: No. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
But my hon. friend postponed the Ques- 
tion for a week in the belief that the in- | 
formation would be obtained within that | 
period. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : I gave no encovr- | 
agement to the hon. Member to put the | 
Question down within a week. He used | 


his own discretion. 


Mr. WHITLEY: The right hon. 
Gentleman certainly gave me reason to 
believe that he would cable for the infor- 
mation. [ will put the Question down 
again this day week. 


Good Friday Labour in the Transvaal 
Mines. 


Mr. BURT (Morpeth): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that fifteen European miners 
had been prosecuted for working on Good 


information within that | 
| the manager of the mine who had ordered 
| the men to work, he proposes to take any 
Does not the right | 
hon. Gentleman regard a debt of £20,000 | 





Friday in the Jumper’s Deep Mine, con- 


law Was not put in Operation against 


action in the matter. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : My attention has 


| already been drawn to the newspaper 
report of this case. 


I have asked Lord 
\Selborne fora report upon it, referring 
him particularly to the points raised in 
| the Question of th» hon. Member. 


Uganda—Murder of Mr. Galt. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he has received 
an account of the murder of a Sub-Com- 
missioner near Entebbe, the capital of 
| Uganda, and of any circumstances that 


| may have led up to it. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Mr. Galt, the 


| Assistant Secretary to the Administration 
.| of Uganda, was stabbed by a native in 


the evening of May 19th at Ibanda, which 
is about 140 miles east of Entebbe. He 
was at the time acting as Sub-Com- 
missioner of the Western Province of the 
Protectorate. He died almost immediately 
‘after the attack. The Commissioner of 
_Uganda has reported that the country 
round about Ibanda is peaceful and that 
the chiefs and people are well-disposed 
and quiet. He sees no political reason 
for the crime, which he regards as the 
act of an individual for purposes of 
revenge—possibly a dismissed employee 
or a discontented native. A complete 
investigation of the matter is being 
carried out. 


Zionists in East Africa. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if the offer of territory made 
by the Foreign Office to the Zionists in 
East Africa has now been definitely 
accepted or declined. 

The Answer to 


Mr. LYTTELTON : 


the hon. Member’s Question is in the 
negative. 
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Partition of Bengal. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State tor India whether he will state the 
grounds upon which the Government 
decided to sanction the administrative 
proposals in regard to the partition of 
Bengal; whether he will lay Papers upon 
the Table with reference to the nature 
and extent of these changes, together 
with the correspondence relating thereto ; 
and, if so, whether these Papers will be 
laid before the end of the present session. 


Taz SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The grounds on which the Govern- 
ment of India made the proposals, which 
have been accepted, will be gathered 
from the Papers which I propose to lay 
on the Table as soon as possible, Subject 
to what I may hear from the Government 
of India, I hope the Papers may be laid 
before the close of the session, 


Press Censorship in India. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
a Press censorship has recently been 
established by the Government of India 
under which system correspondents are 
prevented from transmitting any item of 
news unfavourable to the Indian Govern- 
ment ; and, if so, will he state the circum- 
stances under which such a state of affairs 
has arisen, and say what steps, if any, 
he proposes to take in the matter, 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no informa- 
tion as to the establishment of such a 
system as is described in the hon. 
Member’s Question. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Will the right 
hon. Gentleman inquire ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I ought to have first 
some prima facie case to inquire into. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Is the right hon. Gentleman on telegraphic 
terms with Lord Curzon ? 


Chinese Coolies in British North Borneo. 
*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he can state the number of 
Chinese coolies employed on the respec- 
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tive tobacco estates in British North 
Borneo; and on what conditions they 
are engaged. 


Tur UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Perey, 
Kensington, S.): Of the 13,000 adult 
Chinese in British North Borneo and 
Labuan about half are said to be employed 
on the tobacco and other estates. A very 
considerable number of those employed 
on the tobacco estates are ‘indentured 
coolies,” who are, it is believed, engaged 
for three years at a fixed minimum salary 
which is increased on a certain scale in 


_accordance with the care they exercise 


in looking after the tobacco in the field 
allotted to each man. 


*Mr. WEIR: Will the noble Lord give 
me a copy of the conditions of the 
contract 2 


Eart PERCY: We have 


They are private contracts. 


no copy. 


*Mr. WEIR: Are they not made by 
the British North Borneo Company ¢ 


Eart PERCY: They are made with 
private traders. 


*Mr. WEIR: I think I can show the 
noble Lord he is wrong. 


London Traffic Commission Report. 

Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) asked when the Report of the London 
Traffic Commission would be issued. He 
reminded the Home Secretary that it 
was signed more than a fortnight ago and 
laid on the Table ofthe House last 
week ? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AkERS-Douctas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
I have not had notice of this Question, 
but I will inquire and let my hon. friend 
know the result. As far as I am con- 
will be issued at the first 


Bristol Carnival Lottery. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether it has 
come to his knowledge that a lottery 
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was held during a recent carnival at 
Bristol; and, if so, whether any action 
has been taken by the authorities with 
regard to it. 


THe UNDER- SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror tHe HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Cocurane, Ayreshire, N.): 
Yam in communication with the Board 
of Trade and with the local police 
authorities in this matter, but I am not 
yet in a position to reply to the Question 
further than by referring the hon. Mem- 
ber to the statement made by the Duke 
of Marlborough in another place on the 
29th of May fF last. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): Is it 
a fact that the Bishop of Bristol 
publicly denounced this lottery, and 
that the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant was one of the patrons ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Hazel Grove (Cheshire) Disturbances. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can state for how many 
hours on Saturday and Sunday the 
disturbance at Hazel Grove, Cheshire, 
continued ; how many of the rioters can 
be identified by the police; how many 
were apprehended, in addition to the 
three persons arrested at the inception of 
the disturbance ; and how many further 
prosecutions are to be instituted. 


Mr. COCHRANE: Iam informed by 
the Chief Constable that on Saturday 


night the disorderly proceedings began | 


about 11 o’clock, and lasted till about 
3am. On Sunday the crowd began to 
assemble about 9.30 p.m., and dispersed 
soon after midnight. The police have 
not identified any of the persons who 


took part in the disorderly proceedings, | 
and the only arrests were those of the | 


three persons mentioned in the Question. 
No further prosecutions are contem- 
plated. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman mean to say that after 
two days rioting the police are not able 
to identify a single rioter ? 





t See (4) Debates, cxlvii., 39. 
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Mr. COCHRANE: 


is so. 


I am afraid that 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrincham): 
Is the hon. Gentleman aware that three 
men were prosecuted, that the magistrate 
dismissed the case against two and that 
no evidence was offered against the 
other? Has an inquiry been instituted 
by the Standing Joint Committee of 
Cheshire as to the cause of the riots 2 


Mr. COCHRANE: 
notice of that. 


I must ask for 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Has the 
hon. Member who represents this con- 
stituency publicly denounced the conduct 
of these rioters ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Motor-Car Drivers’ Licences. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether, 
with a view to prevent persons driving 
motor-cars and motor-cycles under the 
authority of licences which have been 
lent to them by the actual holders, he 
will consider the expediency of requiring 
all licence-holders to have their photo- 
graphs printed on their licences. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Gerratp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): The expedi- 
ency of the requirement referred to will 
no doubt be considered by the Royal 
Commission which is to be appointed to 
inquire into the working of the Motor- 
Car Acts. 


Motor-Car Speeds in the Parks. 

Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest) : I beg to ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for Chorley, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, whether he is 
aware that running trials and foot races 
are often held on the Mall and in the 
Park roads; that the speeds attained 
exceed ten miles an hour, and that horse- 
drawn carriages habitually exceed ten 
miles an hour between Marlborough Gate 
and Birdcage Walk; and, if so, will he 
say whether the speed limit of ten miles 
an hour applies to all persons and vehicles 
or to motor-cars only. 
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ley): The reply to the first paragraph is 
in the negative ; foot races are not held 
in the Royal parks except by permission, 
though occasionally persons may run 
through the parks. In reply to the 
second paragraph the First Commissioner 
isnot aware that horse-drawn carriages 
habitually exceed ten miles an hour; on 
the contrary, tests which he has caused 
to be made show the reverse to be the 
ease. The limit of speed to ten miles 
per hour does not apply to persons who 
walk or run, or to vehicles other than 
motor-cats, there being other rules for the 
regulation of such traffic. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: Will the 
noble Lord lay on the Table details of the 
tests taken as regards horse-drawn 
vehicles 2 I have tested them, and have 
found that they do exceel ten miles an 
hour, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Ido not 
think that necessarv. No doubt carriages 
do occasionally exceed ten miles an 
hour, but we have no reason whatever 
to suppose the hon. Member is correct 
when he says they habitually do so, 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: Will notice 


be taken of the cases in which they do? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: OF course, 
if it is to the danger of the public. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) : 
isthe right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
driver of a horse-drawn vehicle is liable 
to be imprisoned for two vears if he drives 
to the danger of the public ? 


Mr. FLAVIN: And can the right hon. 
Gentleman name any foot-racer whose 
speed exceeds ten miles an hour ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Scottish Fishery Cruiser ‘‘ Norna.” 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he will state what sum 
was realised by the sale of the Fishery 
Board cruiser “‘Norna;” and in what 
respect was she found unsuitable for the 
service, 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): . Five 
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hundred and fifty pounds was realised by 
the sale of the ‘“‘Norna.” Owing to the 
size and design of the vessel she was not 
well adapted to face the rough weather 
which the fishery cruisers have frequently 
to cope with in superintending the 
fisheries. 


Rates in the Western Hebrides. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness): I 
beg to ask the Lord-Advocate if his 
attention has been drawn to the increase 
of the rates in the Western Hebrides, 
amounting as they do in the parish of 
South Uist to over 12s. per pound, in the 
parish of Barra to over 13s. per pound, 
while in some parishes in the Lewes they 
amount to {7s. per pound; and whether, 
in view of this state of matters, with the 
prospect ef still further increase, he will 
consider whether something can be done, 
by legislation or otherwise, to meet the 
hardship inflicted upon the districts. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: My attention 
has been drawn to the growing burden of 
the rates in the parishes referred to by 
the hon. Member. The Secretary for 
Scotland is fully conscious of the gravity 
of the state of matters which now exists 
and which is engaging his serious con- 
sideration, but he cannot undertake to 
introduce any legislative proposals at 
present. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the Government 
press forward the Congested Districts Bill, 
which has now been introduced four 
years in succession ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : Iam afraid the 
opposition to it comes chiefly from the 
hon. Member’s own friends. 


Mr. WEIR: Then is the Government 
afraid of the Motion standing in the name 
of the hon. Member for Mid-Lanark ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: We are not 
afcaid; but we cannot get time to discuss 
it. 

Mr. WEIR: Go on. 
you have had a chance. 


For four years 


Dog Poisoning at Sneem 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that six dogs have 
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been poisoned in the village of Sneem 
within the past few months; and whether 
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| the discussion of the Secretary of State’s 
| salary in the second place. If there js 


the police are taking any steps to put | any time for discussion later, I shall be 


down a practice which has been in opera- 
tion within the last two vears. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 


LAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, S.): 
Four dogs have been poisoned in Sneem 
within the past few months, The police 
have done everything in their power to 
trace the offender, but detection in such 
cases is obviously difficult. 


Evicted Farms. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to. 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners can treat an un- 


occupied evicted farm as a_ separate | 


estate when such farm only includes a 
small portion of the entire lands owned 
by a landlord; and, it so, or in any event, 
have the Commissioners up to the present 
taken, or do they propose in future to 
take, any steps for the reinstatement of 
evicted tenants in such cases without in- 
curring the delav arising until all the 
lands on the estates on which such un- 
occupied farms are come before them for 
sale. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The amending 
Act of 1904 enables the Estates Com- 
missioners to define land wholly or partly 
untenanted an estate. Beyond 


as 


pointing out that fact, I cannot give any | 
opinion on this abstract question of law, | 


The Militia. 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Portsmouth): 
1 beg toask the First Lord of the 


Treasury whether, in the event of his | 


considering the propriety of giving 
further facilities for considering Volunteer 
questions, he will bear in mind the like 
interests of the Militia forces. 


THESPRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or rue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I have al- 
ready explained that the amount of time 
given to Army discussion in Supply only 
affords one more day for dealing with the 
Army Votes. 
cated, at the request of the Leader of the 
Opposition, to the discussion of the 
Volunteer Vote in the first place, and to 


That day has been allo- | 


glad to bear my hon. friend’s request in 
mind. 


Mr. FLYNN said Lord Roberts had 
since made an important declaration jn 
another place. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
that that has any bearing on the order 
/in which we should take the Votes on 
| Thursday, 


Method of Taking Divisions. 
Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU : T beg to ask 
'the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he has considered the time occupied by 
divisions taken under the present system; 
and whether he will appoint a Committee 
to consider whether a saving of tim» can 
be effected by mechanical means of re- 
cording votes, to the relief also of the 
discomfort to Members during divisions, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The length of 
time taken by divisions, and the amount 
thus substracted from discussion, has 
forced itself upon the attention of the 
Government, and I am sure it has forced 
itself upon the attention of every Gentle- 
man in this House. But nobody has yet 
suggested a practical scheme for modify- 
ing it, and 1 do not think the mechanical 
methods adopted in foreign Assemblies 
would be practicable in this House, where 
Members have not got fixed seats, and 
| where there are obv ous difficult'es to be 
overcome which are not met with in the 
Chambers of which I speak. Certainly 
the time taken by divisions is a factor 
which cannot be left out of account by 
_those interested in the progress of busi- 
| ness and who prefer discussion to walking 
| through the lobbies, Although I cannot 
' afford hope, nor make any suggestion on 
| the subject, it may be that the time will 
/come when some ingenious person will 
| find a solution of the real difficulties to 
which my hon. friend has called atten- 


| tion. 
| 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: Is it 


not 


| desirable that some inquiry should be 
/held? Assuming that each division oc- 
| cupies a quarter of an hour, there is a 
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waste of ten days of Parliamentary time | he conceived to be an abuse of the rules 


in the course of a session. 


| 


of the House. Yesterday, when the time 
limit for Questions had arrived, there 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | were three Questions on the .Paper 


] trust that, whatever happens, the 


Prime Minister will not listen to any | 
sugge-tion from the hon. Gentleman | 


opposite for the use of motor-cars, 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I must say I 


addressed to the Prime Minister which 
were not answered by him. He sub- 
mitted that, under the rules of the House, 
it was the bounden duty of the right hon. 


| Gentleman to supply written Answers to 


wish there was less interference with the | 


speed limit in the matter of divisions. 
When my hon. friend points out that 
divisions t.ke ten days of Parliamentary 
time, it is well to remember that was the 
exact amount given to the whole of the 
legislation ot the Government at the 
tine when I moved my Motion last 
week, 


SWIFT MACNEILL: That is no 


to vour leadership. 


Mr. 
credit 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) 
asked the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he would consider the possibility 
of reverting to the method of taking divi- 
sions which was introduced under the 
auspices of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Croydon some years ago. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
freshed my memory as to the details of my 
tight hon. friend’s proposal; but, as far as 


I remember, there were found to be prac- | 
tical difficulties in its working, and I) 


should be sorry to commit myself to it 
without further examination. 


Political Pressure by Civil Servants. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): | 
beg tu ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if and when he intends to appoint a 
Parliamentary Committee to inquire into 


the best method of giving consideration | 
to the claims for increased remuneration | 


of Civil servants without danger of | 
political pressure being applied to 
Members. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is a very 
important matter and is engaging the 
attention of the Government, but I am 
not yet in a position to make any state- 
ment on the subject. 


Ministerial Answers. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL desired to 
call the attention of the Speaker to what 


I hive not re- | 


those Questions and circulate them in the 
Votes and Proceedings, but he had not 
done so. He wished to ask the Speaker 
what remedy hon. Members had against 
tais evasion of answering Questions by the 
Prime Minister. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This matter was 
discussed Jast week, when, I think, the 
hon. Member put to me almost identicaily 
the same Question. [ then said that the 
rules provided no remedy but that it 
was the duty of the Minister whose Ques- 
tions were not reached to hand the 
Answers inat the Table of the House. I 
would point out to the hon. Member that 
very olten it happens that, by reason of 
the great number of supplementary Ques- 
tions, the Questions on the printed Paper 

| are not reached. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR pointed out 
that arrangements had been made, which 
were almost invariably successful, that 
Questions addressed to him should come 


on at a time when he could answer 
them. He thought there were seventeen 


addressed to him vesterday, and he was 
on his legs for thirty-five or forty 
minutes answering them. There would 
have been no difficulty in answering 
'the three Questions referred to by the 
| hon. Member but for the large number of 
supplementary Questions, for he greatly 
| preferred answering Questions orally. 
|The hon. Member apparently suggested 
that he wished to evade Questions. He 
should have thought the hon. Member 
had had enough experience of the opera- 
tion of putting Questions and of the 
Operation of receiving Answers to know 
that there was no desire for evasion on 
his part. He did not feel at all guilty in 
that respect. He did feel guilty in not 
having given written Answers to the 
Questions which were not reached. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Very well; 
the right hon. Gentleman will not offend 
again. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE COUNTY OF 

LONDON ELECTRIC BILL. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) asked the 
Chairman of the Committee of Selection 
whether the Committee appointed to 
copsiier the Bill of the Administrative 
County of London and District Electric 
Power Company were nominated and the 
Members «advised of their selection 
before the Second Reading of the Bill; 
whether his attention had been called to 
the fact that two of the hon. Members 
so nominated afterwards voted in favour 
of the Second Reading of the Bill, and 
whether the Committee of Selection had 
received an intimation from one other 
Member that he was financially interested 
in the scheme, and whether, in the 
circumstances, the Committee of Selection 
proposed to take any further steps with 


regard to the formation of this Committee. 


Mr. HALSEY (Hertfordshire, Watford) 
replied that the Committee were appointed 
provisionally by the Committee of 
Selection before the Second Reading of 
the ill, but the names were not 
announced until after the Second Reading. 
This was done with the object of allowing 
tie Committee to meet at the earliest 
possible moment, which, in view of the 
importance of the Bill and the lateness 
of the session, was thought desirablo. It 
Was not unusual to appoint a Committee 
to sit on a group of Bills some of which 
liad not been read a second time. He 
was aware that two Members voted in 
favour of the Bill being read a second 
t.me; but it had never been held that a 
Member voting in favour of a Bill going 
to a Committee should be in consequence 
unable to sit as a member of the 
Committee on the Bill, though, naturally, 
a Member having voted against the 
Second Reading would not be eligible. 
No Member would be able to sit on the 
Committee who had not first sign d the 
declaration stating that neither he nor 
his constituents had any personal or 
local nter st in the Bill referred to them. 


Mr. LOUGH said the right hon. 
Gentleman had not answered that part of 
his Question in which he asked whether 
any communication had been received 
from one ofthe Members nominated. 
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Mr. HALSEY said that was not 50, 
One of the Members who were originally 
nominated on the Committee had asked 
to be excused, not on that ground, but 
on private and personal grounds. He 
had not received any intimation from 
any of the hon. Members that he was 
financially interested in the scheme, 


Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, &,) 
asked whether the hon. Members named 
by the Selection Committ»e knew that 
they had been nominated before the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


Mr. HALSEY said he was not quite 
sure of that. The hon. Member who had 
been appointed Chairman of the Com- 


mittee was aware that he would be 
nominated and that it was proposed to 
appoint him the Chairman, but he was 
not quite certain about the other 
Members. 


Mr. LOUGH asked the Speaker whether 
he thought it was desirable that nembors 
of a Committee of this kind, dealing with 
such an important matter, should pledge 
themselves by voting on the Second 
Reading of the Bill which was to be re- 
ferred to them. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [ think that is not 
a Question that comes within my jutis- 
diction. I may have my own private 
views with regard to it, but it is not for 
me to impose them on the House. 


Mr. RUTHERFORD = (Lancashire, 
Darwen) desired to state, as one of the 
Members nominated,that he knew nothing 
about his nomination when the Second 
Reading of the Bill was voted upon. 


Sin J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow, College) said he was asked whether 
he could serve on the Committee before 


| the Second Reading, and in spite of that 


he voted in the division. It never oc- 


curred to him to do otherwise, for he 

could not conceive how his action on the 

Commitee could be affected by his voting 
for the Second Reading. 
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NEW BILLS. 


IRISH EDUCATION (AFFLICTED 
CHILDREN) BILL. 

“To make better provision for the. 
Elementary Education of Afflicted | 
Children in Ireland,” presented by Mr. 
Walter Long; supported by Mr. 
Attornev-General for Ireland; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and 
to be prin‘ed. [Bill 269.] 


MUsICAL COPYRIGHT BILL. 


“‘lo provide further remedies for 
preventing the infringement of Musical 
Copyright,” presented by Mr. Cochrane ; 
supported by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas, Mr. Attorney-General, and Mr. 
Solicitor-General ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 270.) 


ALIENS (EXPENSES). 

tesolution reported, “That it is ex- 
pedient to authorise the payment. out 
of moneys to be provided by Parliament, 
of the salary and remuneration of any 
officers, Inspectors, or persons appointed 
under anv Act of the present session to 
amend the Law with regard to Aliens, 
and of any expenses incurred in carrying 
such Act into effect.” 


fesolution read a second time. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) begged 
to move to add at the end of the 
Motion the words “not exceeding in all 
in any one year, £10,000.” He had put 
in the words “in all,” because he saw, 
after re-reading the Resolution laid on the 
Table, that it might otherwise be held to 
reier only to the expenses and not to the 
salaries of those whom it was proposed to 
appoint. On several occasions they had 
endeavoured to raise the question of the 
expense arising in connection with the 
Bill, and he was afraid that this was the 
only opportunity, in view of the fact 
that the guillotine had come into force, 
that they would have of saying anything 
on the financial aspect of the question. 
He had put in a limit of £10,000 a year 


for the expenditure, and that would allow | 


for an average of £1,200 for each of the 
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eight ports at which it was proposed to 
set up machinery under the Bill. The 


element of expenditure was a sub- 
stantial element in the  considera- 
tion of the measure. They were 
now well aware that the number of 
aliens that they were going to keep out 
of this country was likely to be 
extremely small. Some of his hon. 


friends put it at thirty or forty, while 
others suggested it might be about 10), 
and adopting the latter figure he thought 
it would be admitted that the allocation 
of £10,000 a vear in order to exclude 
100 undesirable aliens was a very liberal 
—even a lavish—provision to make. 
He wishei to enter his protest against 
granting the Home Secretary unlimited 
eredit in this matter. He thought that 
they ought to have some definite limit 
placed on the expenditure to be 
authorised under the Bill, and in the 
vague form in which Clause + was now 
drafted it was clear that there was 
absolutely no limi: whatever on the dis- 
cretion of the right hon. Gentleman. There 
was nothing to say how many ofticers he 
might appoint or at what salary, and, in 
fact, he might spend anything from 
£10,000 to £100.00) a year. Of course, 
he would tell them that the Treasury 
would look after that, but in late years 
their trust in the Treasury had 
substantially dimin’shed, for they had 
seen over and over again that, after 
entering a half-hearted protest against 
expenditure. it had given way, and 
schem:s of lavish and unnecessary 
outlay had been sanctioned. Under 
thes» circumstances he begged to move 
his Amendment. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) seconded the Amendment. He 
said he believed that at an earlier stage of 
the discussion the Home Secretary gave 
them a rough estimate of the expenditure 
under the Bill, and he put it at £24,000 
a year. They had no knowledge, how- 
ever, upon what that was based, for the 
right hon. Gentleman did not go into 
detail. He would like, however, to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that 
on the preceding day two things occurred 
which made it pretty clear that the 
expenditure under the Bill should not 
be very large if only the Govern- 
;ment exercised economy. They had 
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two discussions on the previous day of a| popular by not putting too severe a 


very important character. One was on 
the question of contract labour. 
was an Amendment tc exclude contract 
labour, which was brought forward by 
the Labour Members of the House. It 
was the only one, he believed, they had 
introduced, and it was promptly rejected 
by the Government. That Amendment 
would have excluded contract labour, 
and its rejection had brought about a 
very material difference between the law 
which was to be put into operation in 
England and the law which was already 
in operation in America. It was the 
ease, he understood, that the number of 
aliens excluded from America in the 
course of the year was 8,000, and of 
these no fewer than 1,500 were excluded 
under the clause which permitted contract 
labourers to be kept out of the country, 
aad, therefore, in England, when they 
were calculating how many people were 
likely to be excluded under this Act, 
they would have to take into con- 
sideration that it would be infinitely less 
than the American standard, because 
there would be no power to exclude con- 
tract labour. But the other decision 
arrived at on the previous night was 
of an even more formidable character. 
The House was asked to permit victims 
of religious persecution to come freely 
into this country. One thing was per- 
fectly certain, and that was that enormous 
numbers of those who came over here 
from Russia and Poland were victims of 
religious persecution, and the result of 
the decision of the Government on this 
matter was that the greater part of 
the poverty-stricken people who now came 
to this country would necessarily be ex- 
cluded, because, as was well known, they 
were the victims of religious persecution. 
So far as numbers were concerned, the 
bottom had been knocked out o! the Bill. 
The result was that the great changes 
which the Bill was to work would become 
extremely small. There would, indeed, 
be very few people excluded, and if 
£24,000 was to be the cost of the adminis- 
tration of the measure as it was originally 
framed, he ventured to think that the 
sum of £10,000 would now become an 
extravagant estimate, if only the Govern- 
ment would work it in an economical 
spirit, and he would urge upon them to 
try to make the Bill a little less un- 
Mr, Trevelyan. 


There | 


strain upon the Treasury, 


Amendment proposed— 


“At end, to add the words “not exceeding 
in all in any one year ten thousand pounds,” — 
(Ur. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, * That those words 
be there added,” 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) said he could not agree 
with the mover and seconder of thie 
Amendment as to the desirability of 
narrowing the effect of the money clause, 
He thought the last speaker must have 
overlooked the fact that the sole purpose 
of the Bill was not to exclude, but that 
it was also proposed to examine immi- 
grants. and that Such eXamination must 
necessarily involve considerable expense, 
not only in regard to the salaries of 
the officers engaged. bnt also in regard 
to the accommodation which it might 
be necessary to put up for the 
temporary detention of aliens. This 
Amendment was practica!ly a vote of 
want of confidence in the right hon, 
Gentleman the Home Secretary, and he 
was not prepared to vote for it, because 
the right hon, Gentleman had been 
extremely conciliatory towards ship- 
owners, He had smiled upon them in 
the most amiable manner, and had 
accompanied that smile by substantial 
concessions. He took this opportunity, 
however, to bring before the right hon. 
Gentleman one point which was raised 
by an Amendment of an hon. friend 
which, with many other Amendments, 
would fail to be discussed, an Amendment 
which protested in the strongest terms 
against placing on the shipowners the 
burden of providing the accommodation 
necessary for the detention ofimmigrants. 
In the Bill of last year there were words 
which enabled the Secretary of State, 
with the sanction of the Treasury, to 


provide such accommodation as might 


be required at any port, and he hoped 
that it would be found possible to in- 
troduce similar words into this measure. 
It was quite impossible to forecast the 
cost of working this Bill, and if it were 
found necessary to erect substantiai 
buildings a very considerable proportion 
of the sum estimated would be required 
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for that purpose. He objected to the|cannot, for instance, appoint the im- 
cost of the buildings, which was small, | migration officers until we vote the 


being placed upon the shipowners, inas- 
much as the Bill was intended to exclude 
aliens for the benefit and safety of the 
country at large. Under these circum- 
stances, he hoped the Amendment would 
be rejected, that a free hand would be 
given to the Home Secretary, and that 
the right hon, Gentleman would do the 
right thing by the shipowners, which he 
was sure he was desirous of doing. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said the hon. Member, in expressing a 
willingness to sanction unbridled, un- 
limited, and extravagant expenditure, 
provided that the shipowner was 
“squarel,”. was hardly treating the 
Committee with sufficient courtesy. The 
Resolution as it stood was as wide as the 
wide world, and that no limit was im- 
posed in the clause was, in his opinion, a 
grave defect. The better, and not 
unusual, practice of the House was to 
have a limit put in the Resolution itself, 
He understood that his right hon. friend 
the Home Secretarv had suggested that 
he could do the job of keeping out 100 
aliens or so for £21,000 per annum, or 
about £240 per alien. He suggested that 
the limit should be, not £10,000, but 
£24,000, and he put that forward as a 
happy suggestion that would reconcile 
the objection of both sides. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said the 
question of cost was a Very serious one. 
There were not only officials to be ap- 
pointed, but buildings and offices which 
had to be provided. He noticed, too, that 
provision was to be made for returns. But 
they already had very complete returns, 
and why should they give the Home Secre- 
tary a blank cheque in order to do work at 
present well done by the Board of Trade. 
He would like to ask whether the Home 
Secretary would undertake that before 
any expenses were incurred under the 
Bill the estimates should be laid before 
the House. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The Govern- 
ment cannot spend any money until it 


is voted by the House, 


Mr. WHITLEY : Does the hon. Gentle- 





money ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: If they do 


appoint them we need not pay. 


Mr. LOUGH urged that the House 
had a right to express some opinion as 
to the cliss of the men to be appointed 
as officers and as to the pay to be given 
them, and he pressed for a pledge that no 
appointment should be made without 
the House being first consulted. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axers- 
DoucLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said 
he could give no such promise as that 
which the hon. Member for Islington 
asked for, A more unreasonable proposal 
had never been made to a Minister, He 
had already stated that the Home Office 
had made a careful estimate of the 
expenses that would be incurred under 
the Bill, and the figure arrived at was 
£24,000 a vear. That estimate was 
made up by allowing £3,000 for the 
Port of London, £2,000 for each of the 
other ten ports at which it was  pro- 
posed to set up the machinery required 
by the Bill, and £1,000 for central 
staff, ‘The hon, Member for the E land 
Division had contended that the esti- 
mate was excessive as the bottom had 
been knocked out of the Bill yesterday by 
the agreement to admit the victims of reli- 
gious persecution, On the contrary, it 
would increase the expenditure by entailing 
a closer examination of the aliens to ascer- 
tain whether they came within that exemp- 
tion. He did not accept the estimate 
formed on the Opposition Benches as to 
the small number of aliens which the 
Bill would exclude. He believed the 
Bill would keep out the large number of 
undesirable immigrants who came here 
because they were rejected in America; 
and as the knowledge of the operation 
of the Bill spread abroad the number of 
aliens coming here would be reduced and 
with it the cost of the machinery of the 
Bill. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
buildings required for the accommodation 
and examination of aliens be provided 
for by Estimate or will there be an Aliens 


man mean to say that the Government | Loans Bill. 
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Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have | to see that they possessed the necessary 


no intention of anything in the 
form of ap Aliens Loans Bill. We 
believe that the buildings which will be 
required for carrying out the Bill are al- 
ready provided at the harbours and docks, 
but if any shipping companies desire other 
buildings they certainly will be called 
upon to provide them. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, §.) said it 
was impossible for the House to arrive 
at the probable number of aliens who 
would be stopped under the Bill un‘il 
they knew the number of aliens who at 
present came intending to stay here. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : 75,000 a year. 


( Mr. BRYCE said the House had no 
statistics on the point of the slightest 
value, although they had repeatedly asked 
for them. The evidence of the man 
who knew most about it—Mr. Llewellyn 
Smith—went to show that it was impos- 
sible for the Board of Trade to give any 
estimate. The Home Secretary had en- 
tirely failed to give an estimate of the 
probable number ofaliens, and, therefore, 
they were discussing this most impor- 
tant matter absolutely in the dark. 
On the question of expense the Home 
Secretary had stimulated rather than 
satisfied curiosity. The right hon. 
Gentleman had put forward an estimate 
of £24,000 for eleven ports, but the only 
particulars he had given were £3,000 
for London, £2,000 for other ports, and 
£1,000 for the Home Office. How were 
the other £11,000 to be spent @ 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: 
each of the other ten ports. 


£2,000 for 


Mr. BRYCE asked how the money 
at the different ports was to be expended, 
There would have to be inspectors, 
but what salaries were to be paid, and 
were the officers to do any work other 
than that in connection with aliens ¢ In 
many ports there would be so little 
work that it would be absurd to appoint 
an inspector exclusively for the duty, 
and in such cases would existing officials 
of the Board of Trade undertake the 
work as anextra duty ? If special officers 
were appointed would care be taken 











qualifications + These were all Ques- 
tions that should be asked now, since, 
owing to the conditions under which 
the Bill was being discussed, there would 
be no opportunity on the appropriate 
portions of the measure. Personally, 
he could not see how the £24,060 were 
to be spent. At most of the ports so 
few aliens came in that it would be 
neither reasonable nor proper to employ 
men at considerable salaries to do a 
trifling piece of work which would 
become important only once or twice 
a week, if then. He thought his hon. 
friend’s estimate would be much nearer the 
mark than that of the Home Secretary, 
and certainly £24,000 was a large sum 
to spend in demonstrating the utter 
inutility and absurdity of the measure. 


Sirk GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
asked whether the estimate of expendi- 
ture under the Bill would be submitted 
in the form of a Supplementary Estimate 
before the close of the present session, 
seeing that the Bill would come into 
force on January Ist next. 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) 
said that as the Home Secretary had 
referred to an Answer given to him it 
was as well that the House should know 
the exact wording of that Answer, 
since it hardly bore the construction 
now placed upon it. The Answer was— 

“It is obvious that any estimate which can 
be made at the present moment must be to 
a great extent conjectural. I have, however, 
prepared an estimate of the probable cost of ad- 
ministration, confining it to the provisions 
for preventing the immigration of undesirables, 
since it is impossible to forecast the expense of 
expelling alien criminals, etc.” ; 
therefore there would be expenditure 
over and above the £24,000, and the 
House had a right to know what exactly 
was includedinthissum. The only effect 
of the measure would be to damage us 
as a freedom-loving nation in the eyes of 
the world, and to throw a considerable 
burden on the taxpayer. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) 
asked upon whom the cost of providing ad- 
ditional buildings would fall in the event 
of such additional buildings being found 
necessary. It would be extremely un- 
fair that it should fall on the shipowners. 
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Last year the Government proposed that | Ma. AUSTIN TAYLOR asked why 
the cost of providing accommodation | that was unreasonable this year which, 
for the temporary detention of aliens|in the opinion of the Government, was 
should be borne by the nation, and he | perfectly reasonable last year. 
failed to see why a different course | 
should be followed this year. The cost; Mr. DAVID MACIVER said that being 
to employers under our system of inspec- | a shipowner he would naturally be un- 
tion and so forth was continually in-/| willing that any unreasonable charge 
creasing, and, while he did not say that should be imposed upon shipowners, but 
such inspection was wrong, he thought he thought it only right that those whose 
it would soon become necessary for the | trade it was to bring aliens to this country 
Government to do something to assist | should be responsible for any additional 
employers to bear this constantly increas- | cost that might be involved. 
ing burden. | 
| Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, | shire, W.R., Pudsey) said he desired to 
Cleveland) said that probably many hon. | press the point as to the problematical 
Members thought that this £24,000 was | cost to the shipowners of providing 
a mere trifle compared with the saving| the accommodation which would be 
to the rates that would be effected by | necessary under this Bill. This question 
the exclusion of aliens. That, however, could not be dismissed in the light 
was not the case. According to the and airy fashion which had been adopted 
Board of Trade Report alien pauperism | by the Home Secretary. Heavy charges 
represented 0-22 per cent. of the total | would have to be met at the seaports, 
pauperism of the country. The total | notwithstanding what had been said by 
cost of pauperism in England and Wales} the hon. Member for Liverpool. He 
was about £13,000,000, 0-22 per cent. would like to know where was there 
of which represented roughly £28,000. | accommodation in Liverpool that could 
Therefore the country was asked to spend | be used for the influx of immigrants 
£24,000 upon a system of inspection the} who would have to be examined and 
maximum result of which, if it kept out | supervised, either medically or otherwise. 
all alien paupers, would be to save So far as Liverpool was concerned, every 
£28,000. small building was used, and they were 
of very great value. To suggest that 
Me. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, | shipowners were to provide the necessary 
Kirkdale) was understood to say that, accommodation and purchase land in 
the Home Secretary was suffering from | order to provide something which was 
going too far in his endeavours to con- | to be used for a national purpose was 
ciliate opponents of the Bill. The right putting a very heavy expense upon 
hon. Gentleman ought not to commit) them. There seemed to be no limit to 
himself to any definite amount, as it was the expense that might have _to be 
impossible to say what the precise ex-| borne in the carrying out of this Bill. 
pense would be. As far as Liverpool | The Home Secretary was asking for a 
was concerned, the machinery was already | blank cheque to pay whatever salaries 
in existence, and it would cost little, if) aud expenses he liked, and that was 
anything, to put the Bill into operation, | certainly not a business-like arrangement.* 
especially having regard to the probable | The right hon. Gentleman ought to 
saving to the rates. In London the case | tell them the amount he proposed to 
was different. Out of 51,000 aliens who | spend and give the House some details 
arrived in the Metropolis last year 49,000 | that would enable them to form a 
arrived in foreign steamers. In different | judgment. 
ports different conditions and require- ; 
ments obtained. He desired to dis-; Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) said 
sociate himself from the remarks of some | he thought this Bill was very popular 
of his hon, friends, as he thought it was | with the working classes, but it was not 
doing an ill service to the cause of ship- | advisable that they should get it into 
owners to put forward unreasonable | their heads that it was going to be a 
claims. \costly Bill. He thought the Home 
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Secretary would be well advised if he 
put a limit into the Bill which must not 
He could not see why the 
American method had not been adopted 


be exceeded. 


and so much charged for each immigrant. 
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*Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) com- 


plained of the statements made, more 
particularly by the hon. and gallant 
Member for Stepney, that shipping com- 
| panies engaged in bringing immigrants 


Either the people who brought these | were employed in casting their net over 


immigrants or the immigrants them- | 


selves should be called upon to pay 
these charges. 


Masor {EVANS GORDON 
Hamlets, Stepney) said he trusted 
that the Home Secretary would re- 
main quite firm upon 
expenditure connected with the accom- 
modation of these immigrants. He 
could not understand why there should | 
be any suggestion that the taxpayers | 
should pay these charges. Here they had | 
a number of shipping companies, mostly | 
foreigners, dragging into their net any- 
body they could and bringing them over 
here in order to make a profit. Why 
on earth should not these 
companies pay the expense of these ex- 
aminations ? He did not see why the | 
reasonable restrictions imposed upon 
other parts of shipping should not also 
be applied in regard to this particular 
part of their business. In London, 
foreign shipowners had the option of 
having these people examined on board 
ship, and in that case they would not be 
put to any expense. Hi shipowners only 
took proper precautions in selecting 
their passengers they would be subjected 
to hardly any inconvenience at all. 
If shipowners chose to bring undesirable 


people and chance them being rejected | 


the blame would rest upon themselves. 


In the debate last evening hon. Members | 


opposite offered no objection to the | 
financial burden which the granting | 
of asylum to foreigners would place upon 
*this country. At any rate, he hoped the 
burden of these immigrants would be 
removed from the people of the East End 
of London and other 
were being so seriously iijured wider the 
present system. In Hamburg there was 
an enormous business of this kind, and 
they had set up depots there costing 
£50,000 without any question of the State 
bearing any of the cost. He hoped 


the right hon. Gentleman would adhere 
to his original proposal. 


Mr. Coghill. 


(Tower | 


the point of | 


shipping | 


localities who | 


| Europe, raking in any person good, bad, 
|or indifferent, to swell their passenger 
| 
| lists. 


| 
| 
| Masor” EVANS GORDON: — Hear, 
| hear! 
| Mr. RUNCIMAN: Could that be 
| said of the port of Hull, where the only 
| passenger vessels coming in with these 
‘aliens belonged to the w ell- known Wilson 
Line ? Would the hon. Member make that 
distinct accusation aga nst the Wilson Line 
that they cast their net all over Europe, 
taking in good, bad, and indifferent Had 
‘the hon. Member made a similar ac- 
| cusation against the Great Central Rail- 
way Company at Grimsby and the Lan- 
‘eashire and Yorkshire Company at 
| Goole, and did he say that most of this 
| business on the Tyne which was carried 
(on by English companies was not 
honourably performed? They — were 
reck ess accusations made by an amateur 
investigator who had been gulled in 
nearly every country of Europe, and 
thev did nothing to strengthen the cause 
he was advocating. He was, how- 
ever, not so much concerned with the 
hon. Member, because, after all, it was 
the Government with whom they had 
to deal. The Home Secretary had 
given them £24,000 as a probable es- 
‘timate of the cost. Would the right 
hon. Gentleman accept £24,000 as the 
limit, and place words to that effect in 
ithe Resolution. Jt had been sug: 
gested that £2,000 might be spent upon 
the Tyne, but that sum was absolutely 
}unreasonable. On the Tyne only a 
small number of the carried 
\immigrants, and £2,000 would be suffi- 
cient to pay £200 a year to each member 
‘of the immigration beard and seven 
officers. With seven officers on the 
Tyne there would be six of them on six 
days of the week who would have 
nothing to do but twiddle their thumbs. 
The sum of £2,000 for Leith and Grimsby 
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was totally unreasonable. He was sure , 
the right hon. Gentleman would be very | 


safe in limiting the expenditure to | 
£24,000. | 
; ; : 4 

Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS, © speaking 


again with the permission of the House, 
said that the Government had taken a 
safe figure in estimating the cost of the | 
working of the Act. He would much 
rather do that than understate the figure 
and then be told that he had put forward | 
a plan and got the House to agree to it | 
on an estimate which had afterwards 
to be made very much larger. He 
admitted that the sum proposed was 
large for certain ports, but they must be 
on the safe side. It was not usual to go 
into detailed figures on a Resolution of 
this sort. He could assure the House 
that the figures were based on estimates 
which had been made of the possible 


cost of the machinery of the Act. He 
had been rather rash sometimes in 


endeavouring to meet the wishes of the 
House by giving information as_ to 
details and he had found that this led 
to lengthened debates afterwards. He 
did not propose to place a large amount 


on the Estimates for permanent. staff, 
but he believed that the figure he} 


had quoted was the limit. It was likely | 
that a smaller figure would be sufficient. | 
It was impossible to estimate the amount 
that might be required for the deportation | 
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the number of officials who would be 
required and the actual salaries to be 
paid. He had only been anxious to 
deal with an outside figure. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said that 


in view of the right hon. Gentleman’s 


| statement the Am>ndment proposed by his 


hon. friend was very reasonable. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he had 
already stated that they could not say 
how many aliens would have to be 
deported. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the right hon. 
Gentleman had stated that it was im 
possible to give a definite figure. He 
had, therefore, selected a figure which 
erred on the side of generosity. How- 
ever vague their information might be 
on this subject, he understood that 
£24,000 was the utmost limit of expense 
to which the country would be put. 
If that was so why not insert that limit ? 
He was perfectly sure that the mover 
of the Amendment would agree to that 
limit. 


Mr. WHITLEY said if the Home 
Secretary would agree to that he would 


be willing to withdraw the Amendment. 


Question put. 


of aliens. The estimate he had given| The House divided :—Ayes, 157; 
had been closely made, having regard to | Noes, 224. (Division List No. 263.) 
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Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 





Resolution agreed to. 


ALIENS BILL, 
fonsidered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R. 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


Clause 4 :— 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said that the 
Amendment he had to move stood in the 
name of four hon. Members on that side 
and two on the Government side of the 
House. He observed that the Home 
Secretary had given notice of a very im- 
portant Amendment on this sub-section, 
and if the right hon. Gentleman had 
not done so he would have had a very 
easy case to show the great hardship 





which the clause, as it stood, would 
inflict on the shipping trade. He thought 
it was scandalous that the Government 
should have suggested that the master 
or owner of a ship should undertake 
the task of deporting an immigrant 
who had been allowed to enter into this 
country. No fault could be imputed 
to the master or the owner; if any 
fault was to be imputed it should be to 
the immigration officer who had allowed 
the immigrant to land. He would not go 
further into the monstrous proposition 
contained in the Bill as it stood; but 
he presumed he would be in order in 
discussing the sub-section as it would 
be altered when the Amendment to be 
proposed by the Home Secretary was 
carried, 


Tue CHAIRMAN . The hon. Member 
cannot do that until the Amendment 
is proposed, 
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Mr. EMMOTT said that he would, 
then, best consult the convenience of 
the Committee by simply pointing out 
what a monstrous proposition this was 
in the Bill as originally drawn. He 
formally moved. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 39, to leave out Sub- 
section (2).”—(.Mr. Emmott.) 


Question propcsed, “That the words 
‘If an expulsion order be made in the 
case of any alien’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said he would ask the 
Home Secretary to reconsider this clause. 
He quite recognised that the right hon. 
Gentleman had put an Amendment on 
the Paper which would to some con- 
siderable extent meet the objection 


referred to by the hon. Member for | 


Oldham. His own objection to the 
clause was that it was fundamentally 
wrong in principle. It proceeded on the 
supposition that a shipmaster who 
had brought an immigrant into the 
United Kingdom, which immigrant had 
been wrongfully admitted, was to be 
responsible for the good behaviour of that 
immigrant for six months and then return 
him free to the port of embarkation. A 
shipmaster was not gifted with prescience 
or the power of reading the secret thoughts 
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limmigrant. Supposing a shipmaster 
had left his old employer, was he to be 
followed up and held responsible for 
the behaviour of an immigrant over 
whom he had no control and who had 
been passed by the immigration officer 7 
Shipmasters were not represented in 
that Assembly, and on that account 
they had a right to considerate treatment. 
He asked the Home Secretary, if he could 
not remove this provision altogether, 
to join the agent and owner in respon- 
sibility with the shipmaster. 





Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Whitechapel) said he did not know 
what steps the Home Secretary proposed 
in order to recover from the master of a 
ship all the heavy liability it was pro- 
posed to impose upon him. — He admired 
the ingenuity of the right hon. Gentleman, 
but why should it not proceed further ? 
Why should not a cabman be responsible 
for a drunk or disorderly fare ; and why 
i should not the right hon. Gentleman be 
‘responsible for breaches of the Factory 

Acts? The sub-section seemed to be a 
rough and ready means of shifting respon- 
sibilitv. The Bill proposed to impose 
| so many extraordinary provisions that a 
little injustice here and there would not 
be noticed by the public, and they 
would get accustomed to it. As the 
sub-section stood, it would make the 
master an accessory before the fact in 
the event of crime being committed. 


of a passenger on his ship; and how | 


could he tell what that passenger was 
going to do during the 


months ¢ He must protest against 


some remarks that had been made from 
his own side of the House as to the | 


responsibility of the shipping trade in 
this matter. The immigrant trade was 
a legitimate trade, and, if it was to 
be interfered with for the benefit 
of the public at large no disadvantage 
should be thrown on the shipmaster or 
owner. He was glad that the Govern- 
ment was showing a conciliatory spirit 
on this point, and the concession made by 
the Home Secretary to meet the views 
of the shipping trade had given some 
satisfaction; but he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would again look at 
this provision with the view of making 
a further concession to the shipmaster 
who himself had no power to refuse an 


ensuing six | 


Mr. CHURCHILE (Oldham) said that 
the Amendment on the Paper conceded 
the whole substance of the words the 
right hon. Gentleman proposed to leave 
out. It was admitted that 92 per cent. 
| of the immigrants entered the principal 
| ports ; and, as far as that proportion was 
| concerned, there would be no liability on 
| the part of the shipmaster. On the other 
‘hand, the master of a ship would be 
‘liable for aliens landed at other ports. 
That seemed to him very unusual ; and, 
in his opinion, destroyed the great safe- 
guard which the right hon. Gentleman 
desired. Did the right hon. Gentleman 
seriously mean that the shipmaster should 
be responsible for a foreigner he brought 
into this country. He did not believe 


that the Government intended to make 
themselves responsible for such a pro- 





\position. The right hon. Gentleman 
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had given away one handle he had over | 


the shipping companies; and, at the 
same time, left this absurd anomaly in 
his Bill. Was it worth while to proceed 
with the rest of the clause which imposed 
on shipmasters such an unjust liability ? 
Take the case of a cabin passenger who 
crossed from Calais to Dover. There 
would be no record regarding him. 
By what conceivable method could the 
chain of responsibility be established ? 
He would suggest to the right hon. 
(Gentleman that the purpose of the Bill 
would not be altered if the words pro- 
posed to be left out were omitted. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKeErs- 
DoveLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said 
that there were other reasons for the 
retention of the sub-section than those 
which had been alluded to. 


*Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.) 


said that in his opinion this sub- 
section went much further than the 
Home Secretary imagined. He would 


remind the Committee that on a modern 
ship there was plenty of work for the 
shipmaster to do without having the 
additional obligation of looking after 
immigrants or transmigrants on board. 
If the sub-section remained in the Bill 
the result would be that that master 
might be liable not for one immigrant 
but for, perhaps, a hundred of them. 
That fact, surely, showed the absurdity 
ot the proposal. He did not believe that 
the Home Secretary wished to do any- 
thing to damage the shipping trade of 
this country ; but why all these traps 
for the shipowners and masters? This 
sort of legislation practically put the 
shipowners in the hands of the surveyors, 
and he could say from his own ex- 
perience that a shipowner in such 
hands had a very bad time indeed. The 
Government were going to give one or 
two millions to the Cunard Company 
to build some of the finest ships in the 
world ; and these ships would probably 
carry fifteen hundred or two thousand 
passengers. How was it possible for 
the shipmaster to know the peculiarities 
of all these people ?- The shipmaster was 
also to be responsible for taking expelled 
aliens back to their country of origin. 
What was he to do with them if they 
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were refused readmission ? Apparently 
he and they would be in the case 
of the Flying Dutchman, and have to go 
backwards and forwards for ever. The 
measure was full of absurdities, anoma- 
lies, and unnecessary restrictions. He 
hoped the Government would recognise 
the difficulties which the sub-section 
would place them and the shipowners 
and masters in, and would omit it. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) said he admitted that 
the Home Secretary had endeavoured to 
mect the difficulties of the <ituation. 
What was the position? The a ien 
who was landed in this country betore 
the passage of the Act was, of course, 
the property of the country. Then 
as regarded the alien who was admitted 
by an immigration officer, there was not 
the slightest reason why he should be 
thrown as a charge on the shipowner. 
But there was another class which did not 
arrive by immigrant ships. In the case 
of a first-class passenger from Calais to 
Dover, it was impossible for a ship- 
master to protect himself. In three 
months such a passenger might be a 
lunatic; or in the case of a woman a 
prostitute. He entirely agreed w th his 
hon. friend and colleague the Member 
for the Exchange Division of Liverpool, 
that this clause was very hard on the 
shipping companies. They had made 
representat ons to the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and he had met them to a large 
extent, but he still thought that if this 
sub-section was taken out altogether it 
would do the Bul no harm. 


Mr. EMMOTT said he desired to put 
three cases to the Attorney-General. The 
first case was the case of the cabin 
passenger who came over f.om Calais 
to Dover, was subsequently, within six 
months, convicted of crime, and against 
whom an expulsion order was made. 
Would the owners of the Dover-Calais 
steamer have to take that man back ? 
Would they have to pay any bill 
which the Home Secretary chose to 
present to them, or for the cost of the 
mans custody after he had been ad- 
judged guilty of that crime? Ii so, did 
the Home Secretary consider that it 
was a proper and reasonable change to 
make in the law? The second case 
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was that of a man who came in a ship | 


which was not an immigrant ship and 
who had been convicted of some crime 
and become, even for an odd week, a 
pauper—or who had been for a few days 
a vagrant, and against whom an ex- 
pulsion order was made. Was it a 
proper thing that that man should be 
carried back by the master of the ship 
which brought him — perhaps some 
little fishing smack? And how were 
they going to find the shipmaster—how 
was it going to be worked at all? The 
third case was that of the psuedo- 
transmigrant—the man who came in 
pretending he was a t.ansmigrant, but 
who did not leave this country for a 
foreign country. Now, why should the 
pseudo-transmigrant be sent abroad at 
the expense of the shipowner, rather than 
at the expense of the country? They 
were introducing new legislation on 
national grounds, because these aliens 
were said to do harm here—harm in 
regard to overcrowding and in regard 
to lowering the standard of life. Very 
well, on national grounds these men 
were to be kept out: but they were to 
be kept out at the cost of the ship- 
owner! Well, that was not fair; it was 
not an English way of doing it. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) said he had no sympathy 
with the shipowners, and he thought, 
generally, that it was quite right to put 
the expense upon those who made the 
profit. But this particular clause was on 
an entirely different footing. If he 
understood the position rightly, the 
shipowners who would be affected were 
not those who made a profit by bringing 
these alien immigrants to this country, 
upon whom the charge could be properly 
placed, but those shipowners whose trade 
was a general trade in connection with 
which the bringing over of an occasional 
immigrant was only an incident. He 
did not think those shipowners should be 
put to the trouble of distinguishing 
between those who were ordinary pas- 
sengers and those who might be immi- 
grants. The shipowners whose _ busi- 


ness was carrying immigrants certainly 
ought to be compelled to carry out a 
proper supervision, but it was not fair, 
in his opinion, to lay the burder on the , 


Mr. Emmott. 
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shipowner who only brovght over one 
immigrant among thousands of other 
passengers. He certainly thought the 
Question put by his hon. friend the senior 
Member for Oldham required an Answer 
before a division was taken on the clause, 
He himself had listened to this debate 
with an open mind, and he had come 
to the conclusion, after hearing the 
speeches made, that if this charge was 
put on this particular class of shipowners 
a considerable injustice would be inflicted. 


THe ATIORNEY - GENERAL (sir 
Rozpert Frnuay, Inverness Burghs) said 
the course taken in regard to this sub- 
section was not calculated to encourave 
the Government in making concessions. 
His right hon. friend had put down an 
Amendment which, he ventured to think, 
he could satisfy the Committee removed 
every reasonable grievance that could be 
brought forward, yet the result was that 
the hon. Gentleman who had moved the 
omission of the sub-section seemed to be 
rather angry at what he considered his 
legitimate cause of complaint being 
taken away from him. It had been said 
that the sub-section as amended would 
not apply to those who were engaged in 
the regular business of bringing immi- 
grants to this country. But it had been 
overlooked that, for the convenience of 
the shipowners, and very largely at their 
instance, they had allowed the immi- 
grants to be conditionally disembarked for 
the purposes of examination. During that 
time the shipowner was responsible for 
them, and if during that time they were 
allowed to escape, was it unreasonable to 
say that the sbipowner should be bound 
to take them back to the country from 
whence they came? If this sub-section 
were struck out, however, shipowners 
would be relieved of that liability. With 
regard to aliens who committed crimes 
in this country, or became chargeable to 
the Poor Law, it was eminen ly desirable 
that they should be expelled from the 
country; and nothing could be more 
reasonable than that the cost of 
taking away such people should be 
borne by those who brought them here. 
If the result of the provision were to 
make shipowners more cautious in 
bringing over undesirable aliens it would 
have attained its object. 
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Mr. EMMOTT: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman reply with regard to the. 


Calais and Dover traffic ? 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said the pro- 
vision would apply to the case of all aliens 
coming into the country, even though 
they did not come to an immigration 
port. 


Mr. EMMOTT: How are they to make 
the necessary Inquiries as to character ? 
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| certainly not the case now. ‘The right 
hon. Gentleman stated that it was 


| necessary to have some control over the 
shipowner or shipmaster who might allow 
aliens to escape fromcustody. But under 
the Bill there was no power to issue an 
expulsion order against an alien on the 
ground that he had escaped from the 
| custody of a shipowner. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said such a 
/man would not be exempt from expulsion 
if he were found. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said if it was | 


found impossible to find the shipowner 
who brought them that would entirely 
remove the hardship from the shipowner. 


As to character it was much more likely | 


that something would be known at the 
port of embarkation than in this country. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said it 
would, perhaps, be difficult to award among 
the proposals of the Bill the prize for illogi- 
cal sequence and practical futility, but he 
was disposed to think that in any such 
competition the present sub-section had a 
very good chance. It would be unfair in 
any circumstances to throw upon the 
shipowner the cost of the expulsion or the 
repatriation of the undesirable alien ; but 
the sub-section created 
absurd position. Ifthe shipowner brought 
over & whole cargo of aliens who passed 
the immigration officer, and if all of them 


turned out to be undesirable in character | 


within six months, he would not be 
subjected to the cost of their expulsion; 
if he brought them in batches of less than 


twenty, so that they would not have to go. 


through the immigration office at all, and 
they turned out to be undesirable, he 
would have to pay the cost of repatriating 
them; and if they came as cabin 


passengers one by one with all the out- | 


ward appearances of good character and 
social position, but with evil designs in 
their hearts, and within six months an 


expulsion order was made against them, | 


he would have to pay the cost. It was 
impossible to conceive a greater Chinese 
puzzle than that. 


Mr. LEIF JONES 
Appleby) said that until he heard the 


speeches of the Home Secretary and the | 


Attorney- General he thovght that he 
understood this clause, but that was 


an absolutely | 


(Westmoreland, | 


Mr. LEIF JONES said it was not 
an offence under the Bill to escape from 
_custody, and as the clause dealt solely 
with aliens against whom an expulsion 
order had been made he did not see that 
such a case as he suggested was covered 
by the clause at all. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said the 
escape by itself would not render a man 
liable to expulsion, but it would not give 
him immunity for any crime he might 
have committed. 


Mr. LEIF JONES thought it would 
be much better to withdraw the section 
altogether, inasmuch as it would not 
deal with the particular case it was said 
to be intended to cover. The universal 
opinion of the Committee was that it 
would be unfair to throw this burden 
upon the shipowners in the interest of 
the nation. 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) believed the retention of 
the sub-section would have a deterrent 
effect in regard to the importation of 
undesirable aliens. Similar provisions 
to those here proposed were in operation 
and worked satisfactorily in nearly every 
| other country in the world, and it was 
/unnecessary to go further afield than 
the Channel Islands for an example of 
what this sub-section could do. The 
difficulty of the cross-Channel traffic 
would apply there as much as here, but 
| it was there provided that the shipowner 
or owners who brought an alien to the 
islands should be held liable for the 
/ expense of his removal in the event of 
‘his becoming chargeable on any parish 
| in the islands within a year and a day 
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of his arrival. A similar liability was 
imposed with regard to cost of main- 
tenance within a certain period. Those 
provisions had been in full operation 
for years; the authorities had experienced 
no difficulty in carrying them out, and 
they had certainly proved very effectual 
in restricting the admission of undesirable 
aliens. Seeing that such provisions were 
in successful operation so near to our 
own shores, he failed to see how any 
vase could be made out against their 
enactment here. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said the 


genesis of this apparently absurd 
clause was really very simple. No 
provision existed for the detention 


of these aliens pending examination, 
and in order to avoid having to make 
that provision this most absurd clause 
had been inserted. The common sense 
of the question was that if these 
people were to be kept for examination 
the authorities should provide the security 
for their detention. It was their business 
to do so, and not the business of 
theshipowner. As to the liability of ship- 
owners for passengers they had brought 
over, no record of the passengers was 
kept, and it would be impossible to 
prove by what particular line a man 
had come over. The section was really 
absurd. 


Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
said the difficulties in’ connection with 
this matter had not been in the least 
exaggerated, especially in regard to cross- 
Channel trade. The Home Secretary 
seemed to have forgotten that there were 
lines of steamers belonging to foreign 
Governments concerned in that trade. 
If undesirable aliens were brought over 
in the ships of the Belgian State Line, 
would the penalties be imposed on the 
captain of the steamer ¢ Similarly, were 
the North of France Railway Company 
to be called upor *o keep a record of 
all the people they carried on their 
steamers between Calais and Dover ? 
Then in the case of the steamers of 
the South-Eastern 
were the captains, instead of remaining 
on the bridge, to go ferreting about 
inquiring into the character and ante- 
cedents of their passengers ? The more 
the clause was examined 


Mr. David Maclver. 
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| ludicrous and impracticable it became, 
and it was impossible to see how it could 
be enforced. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said that this sub-section was a confession 
of the futility and ineffectual character 
of every section of the Bill. What was 
to happen in the case of a man who 
within a certain time of his arrival was 
found to have committed a felony ? 
Although the man had been specially 
examined, passed as morally, physically, 
and financially sound, and therefore 
had given security such as was not re- 
quired for an ordinary inhabitant, yet 
the shipowner who brought him over 
was to be called upon at his own 
charge to take him back whence he came, 
Ii the Amendment of the Attorney- 
General was to be passed what was the 
use of allthis. It was admitted that these 
aliens would still be able to dribble in 
after this Bill was passed without any 
control whatever, and they could not 
prevent such infiltration of undesirable 
aliens as had been suggested. This 
sub-section, even with the Amendment 
of the Attorney-General, was a confession 
that the whole arrangement was _ in- 
effectuel, because what were put forward 
as securities in the Bill were not securities 
at all. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the speech of 
the hon. Member opposite illustrated 
one of the disadvantages under which 
they were forced to conduct this debate. 
The Government did not intend to make 
the smallest concession to arguments 
in that House. All the Government had 
to do was to sit still and wait until he 
guillotine fell. Nobody could deny that 
they were now being asked to make 
the Imperial Parliament responsible for 
anabsurdity. This provision, as amended, 
was unworkable. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had made a concession, and yet he 
had preserved all the restrictions against 
the shipowners. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that this Bill could not be applied 
to cabin passengers, and yet what was 
considered too complicated for the 
Government was now being imposed 
upon the shipowners to carry out. It 
was a very wrong thing to impose 
liabilities wpon shipowners in respect 


the more | of matters which were entirely beyond 
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their control and to impose upon law- 
abiding citizens duties which they knew 
they could not perform. He had listened 
to the Attorney-General with a good deal 
of sympathy. They knew he possessed 
a most marvellous brain and _ talents, 
but, owing to the exigencies of the 
political situation, the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman had to devote his 
great abilities to defending propositions 
which he knew were arrant nonsense, 
and which he knew were indefensible 
in theory and unworkable in practice. 
It was no use their arguing the question 
further because the Government majority 
was at hand. It might not matter 
much to those opposed to the Govern- 
ment how ridiculous they made them- 
selves by their legislation, but when 
legislation which was plainly unworkable 
was brought forward the whole fabric of 
the law was brought under suspicion and 
contempt. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY read, in reply 
to the criticisms which had been made, 
the llth Section of the United States 
Act of 1891, which provided that any 
alien coming in in violation of the law 
might be returned as by law provided 
within one year after his arrival at the 
expense of the company or vessel which 
brought him, and if that could not 
be done, then he was to be returned at 
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the expense of the United States. They 
could also return any alicn who had 
become a public charge within a year 
from certain causes laid down in the Act. 
In the other case alluded to, the alien 
could be proceeded against as a rogue 
and a vagabond. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the Attorney- 
Gieneral seemed to think that he had 
answered their case by quoting the law 
of the United States, but that had no 
bearing whatever upon this question. 
The practical difficulties were those 
which concerned the cross - Channel 
traffic. The great difficulty was the 
state of things described by the hon. 
Member for Louth, for in the cross- 
Channel traffic there could not be any 
attempt made to identify any person, 
and it would be impossible to apply 


such a system to that traffic. The 
French Government had long since 


given up attempting to provide for the 
supervision of the traftie across the 
Lake ot Geneva from Switzerland even 
in time of war. 


Question put. 


21; 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 


2 
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Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 


| Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 

Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

| Cecil, Lord Hugh(Greenwich 

| Chamberlain, Rt. HnJ.A.( Wore. 

| Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 

Chapman, Edward 

| Clive, Captain Percy A. 

| Coates, Edward Feetham 

| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 

| Coghill, Douglas Harry 

| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 

| Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 





Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B.. (Hants,W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W, 
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(lalloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garht, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elging Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(‘l’rH’ mlet 
Gor t, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnE!ldon 
Goschen Hon.George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. ‘Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Margq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare,Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, Sir James(Statlords NW 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col.W 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W m 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Henage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol. 
Lowe, William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Francis 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
3owles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
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Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, Geogre Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 





Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. 1. 





Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


NOES. 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon, James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N. E.( York,NR,Whitby 
Buxton, SydneyCharles( Poplar 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
| Cremer, William Randal 
! Crombie, John William 
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Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, SirHarryS.(Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marleybone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, H.C(North‘mb. Tyneside 
Smith,Rt Hn J Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon, Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart, Sir Mak J. M’'Laggart 
Stirling-Maxweil, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir We.:ter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C E H (Shefti'd 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und. Lyne 
Whitmore,Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R, (Dorset 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yorks) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Younger, William. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsey(Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Duun, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Fenwick, Charles 
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Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E.) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J.Keir{ MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Str William Henry 
Hutchinson, Dr.CharlesFredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. Morley 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal,W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 


Amendment proposed— 
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Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Macveagh, Jeremiah 

M'Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M'Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Col. John P. (GalwayN. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor James (Wicklow, W) 
O'Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 

Pirie, Dunean, V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

tea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford 
tickett, J. Compton. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
20e, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

tussell, T. W. 


Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
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Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.(Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abcl (Carmarthen, KE. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, EF. 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Thomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, JohnCatchart (Orkney 
Weir. James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R. 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
W'lson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, M‘d. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Woodhouse, SirJT.(Hudddersf’ 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Mr. Emmott, and Mr. Wins- 
ton Churchill. 


An alien might come 





“In page 3, tine 39, after the word ‘ alien,’ 
to insert the words ‘not being an alien 
who last entered the United Kingdom before 


the commencement of the Act, or an immigrant 
in whose case leave to land has been given under | 


this Act.” ’—( Mr. Akers- Douglas.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) moved an Amendment for 
the purpose of extending from 
six months to one year the lia- 
bility of tbe shipmasters lor ex- 


penses under Sub-section 2 of Clause 4 
in respect of an alien against whom an 
expulsion order was made. He con- 
sidered that the period of six montbs 
was far too short. When an alien came 
to this country it would be very unlikely 
that he would at once prove himseit to 





| here with enough means to support himself 
| for a time and subsequently become a 
| charge on the rates. Surely six months 
would be a very short time for a case 
| to be proved against him sufficiently for 
| an expulsion order to be made. They 
| must remember also that Government 
| Departments were slow, and that in- 
quiries would necessarily take time. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 40, to leave out the 
words ‘ six months,’ and insert the words ‘ one 
year.’ ”—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘six months’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he fully 
sympathised with the desire expressed 
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by the hon. Gentleman that they should 
take every safeguard they possibly could, 
not to prevent the undesirable alien 
from being expelled. Those who had 
listened to the debate that afternoon 
would see that there were a great many 


restrictions put on the shipowner and | 


shipmaster. He thought they could not 
continue the liability under this sub- 
section for more than six months. He 


did not think there was any substance | 
in his hon. friend’s objection that the | 
process of administration under this Act | 


would be so slow and cumbrous as to 
justify the alteration in the sub-section 
which he proposed. 


asked 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY 


to withdraw the Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) moved 
the omission of the words in Sub- 
section 2 of Clause 4 making ship- 
masters liable to pay to the 
tary of State as a debt due to the 
Crown any sums paid by the Secretary 


of State under the section in connection | 
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Secre- | 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 3, to leave out from the 
| word ‘shall,’ tothe end of line 5.”—(Mr. Runci- 
| man.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
| clause.” 


| Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said the ob- 
| ligation was laid on the shipowner to 
find a passage for an expelled alien. He 
| did not see that the Government could 


/accept the Amendment if for no other 
reason than that by so doing they would 
| stultify themselves in regard to the action 
'taken during the past two hours with 
/respect to the liability of shipowners. 


leave | 


Mr. EMMOTT asked whether a Belgian 
| shipmaster who had brought an Austrian 
/to this country could be asked to pay 
|under this section if an expulsion order 
| was granted against that alien on account 
of his having been adjudged guilty of an 
offence. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked what 
would be done to get payment if the 
| shipowner or shipmaster was a foreigner. 
Would they put an embargo on his ship 


with aliens who were brought to this | 


country in their ships, and who were | 


He and | 


returned under expulsion orders. 
his friends contended that the expenses 


incurred for the punishment of an alien | 


should not be defrayed by the owner 
or master of the ship in which the alien 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY said that Sub- 
section 2 of Clause 7 incorporated in this 
Act certain portions of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, with reference to 
the enforcement of payment. 


came to this country. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Acnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arroll, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Cerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 


Mr. Alkers-Douglas, 


That 
should be an ordinary charge for the 
administration of justice in this country. 


expense 


Noes, 172. 


AYES. 


| Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
darry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
3entinck, Lord Henry C. 
| Bhownaggree, Sir M.M. 
| Bignold, Sie Arthur 
sigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel 
Bond, Edward 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H F (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 
! Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Henry 





Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 223; 
(Division List No. 265.) 


{ 


| Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
3utcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A. (Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Wore 
Chamberlayne, T. (S*thampton 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Percy Captain A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
' Coghill, Douglas Harry 
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Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbcidge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. F. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ss Bghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S, W. 
Galloway, William Johason 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon. Maj Evans-(‘T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L'nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath,Sir James(Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A.(Statford, W.) 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 


Creorge 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
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Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Nunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon,Col. W 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(MileEnd) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, 5. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver,SirLewis (ElinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Tanompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG- 
Milvain, Th >mas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthuec 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Myers, William Henry 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Slr James 


NOES. 


Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
3oland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 


[Fourrsa SERIzs.] M 


| TELLERS 
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Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
2olleston, Sir John F. L. 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
tound, Rt. Hon. James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
tutherford, W.W. (Liverpool 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, SirHarryS.( Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marleybone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, HC.(North’ mb.Tyneside 
Smith, Rt HnJ.Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley,Rt.Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt Hn J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Tavlor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tat?, Charles 

Take, Sir John Batty 

Vincent, Col. SirC EH(Shefield 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby,Sir CharlesG.E.( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks. 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Younger, William 
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FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


sroadhurst, Henry 

3runner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, NE.(York,NR.Whitby 
Buxton, SydneyCharles( Poplar 
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Caldwell, James 
Campbell- Bannerman, 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsay(Galwa 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

iSLlis, John Edward (Notts.) 
vans, SirFrancisH.( Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson. Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Sir H. 


Question put, 


amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


Agg-Gardner, James ‘Tynte 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Althusen, Augustus Henry Eden 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William “Reynell 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Aubrey- Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
agot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 


Balle »y. James (Walworth) 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 





“That the clause, as | 
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Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones William, (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. 


Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 


Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

| 

| 











| MArthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Kean, John 

| M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 

| Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

| Markham, Arthur Basil 

| Mooney, John J. 

| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 

| Moulton, John Fletcher 

| Murphy, John 

| Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 

| Nolan, Joseph (Louth South) 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 

O’Brien, gry +k (Kilkenny) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, 

O’Connor, Jame s (Wicklow,W 

O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

| O'Dowd, John 

| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Parrott, William 

| Perks, Robert William 

| Philipps, John Wynford 

| Pirie, Dunean YV. 

| Power, Patrick Joseph 

| Price, Robert John 

| Priestley, Arthur 

| Rea, Russell 








| Noes, 175. 


AYES, 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW. (Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 





Bignold, Sir Arthur 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 


N.) | 
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| Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, John E. (Waterford 





| Rickett, J. Compton 

| Roe, Sir Thomas 

| Rose, Charles Day 

| Russell, T. W. 

| Samuel Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 

| Schwann, Charles E. 

| Shackleton, David James 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford 

| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.( Northants 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 

Sulliyan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodcre C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. } 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E. 

| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S 

| Warner, Thomas Courtenay, T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 

Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 

Weir, James Galloway 


White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W 
| Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Woodhouse, Sir J'T'( Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Runciman and = Mr. 
Emmott. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 234 ; 


(Division List No, 266.) 


Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boustield, William Robert 


Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.(Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 








> = = oe oh: eee oe oe ce ce es ce 


Fak 
Far 
Fell 
Fer; 
Fine 
Fin! 
Fish 
Fiso 
Fitz 
Flov 
Fors 
Fost 
(rall 
(rard 
(rarfi 
Gibb 
(rods 
Gord 
(rord. 
(rorst 
Cosel 
Goule 
Crahi 
Green 
Green 
(renfe 
Crevil 
Hain, 
Hall, 
Halse: 
Hamb 
Hamil 
Hardy 





be 





313 Aliens 


Butcher, John George 
Buxton,SydneyCharles( Poplar 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J. A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

(live, Captain Percy A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

(Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

Colston Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Dorington, Rt. Hon.SirJohn#. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faraell, Sir T. George 

Fellowes, RtHn. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B. (Inv’n’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.( Warwick,S. W. 
(alloway, William Johnson 
(rardner, Ernest 

(artit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
(ordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
(rordon, Maj Evans (‘Tr’H’mlets 
(orst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
foschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
(raham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
(renfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’donderry 
Hardy, Laureace( Kent, Ashford 
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Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley) 
Heath, SirJames(Statfords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W.) 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope.J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L. W.(MileEnd) 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.CharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 


Mz 
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Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James(Cardiff} 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L.  ~ 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire } 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool!) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir HarryS.(Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, RtHnJ. Parker( Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset ) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord( Lancs. } 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth} 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M.- 
Tutf, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. EH(Sheftie ld 
Walrond, Rt. Hon.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E.( Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yo.ks. 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-T*ylor, Henry Wilson 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOK THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 
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Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 


Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


srigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, N.E (York,NR,Whitby 
Caldwell, James 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
‘arvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
fawley, Frederick 
‘hanning, Francis Allston 
theetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter( Lanark) 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Devlin,Charles Ramsay(Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Ehiice, Capt. E.C,(SAndrw’sBghs 
Fillis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE 
F’tzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
aig Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


, a a a 


~ 


(Lanark) 


| 


| Harmsworth, 
| Harwood, 
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Haldane, Rt. Hon. 
Hammond, John 


R. 


George 


Richard B. 


Leicester 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


| Hayter, F 
| Helme, 


Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charies Fredk, 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 


| Jones, David Brynmor (Swansea 


Leit (Appleby) 


Jones, 


| Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 


Joyce, Michael 


| Kearley, Hudson FE. 


| 


Kennedy, VincentP. (Cavan, W. 


| Kitson, Sir James 


{ 


Lambert, George 


| Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal.W.) 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cornwall) 
Layland. Barratt, Francis 


| Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 


| Lewis, 


Levy, Maurice 

John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 
M+‘Laren,SirCharles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


| Murphy, John 


Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 


| O’Brien, | ‘k (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J N.) 


(Tipperary, 


| O'Connor Jame s (Wie -klow, W.) 
| O'Connor, John (Kildare,N.) 
| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo. N.) 
O'Malley, William 
oe Mara, James 
Y’ Shaughne assy, P. c 


Grey, Rt. se Sir E.(Berwick) | pissy William 
| Paulton, James Mellor 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


And, it being half-past Six of the clock, 
in 


the Chairman proceeded, 


of the Order of the House of July 5th, 
successively to put forthwith the Question 
on any Amendments moved by the 


pursuance 


Sitting. 
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Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE.(Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


| Slack, John Bamford 

| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

; Soames, Arthur We llesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants 

| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 





Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E) 


| Thomas, SirA.(Glamorgan, E.) 
| Thomson, F. W. 


(York, 


James 


W. R.) 


Tomkinson, 


| Toulmin, George 
| Trevelyan, 


Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson(Leeds.S.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Catheart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, — (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson,CharlesHenry (Hull,W. 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson,Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Hudd’rsfi’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Corrie Grant and Mr. Keir 
Hardie. 


Government of which notice had been 
given, and on every Question necessary to 
dispose of the business allotted to the 
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317 Aliens 
Clause 5 :— 
Question put, “That the 
part of the Bill.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Nden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynel! 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcer, Rt Hn. Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitz Roy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colone! James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn.GeraldW. (Leeds 
Balfour. Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Jarry, Sir Francis ‘l’. (Windsor 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Jathurst, Hou. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bienold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boustield, Willian: Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.( Middlesex 
Albert 

Srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex.H.(Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J. A. (Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cel, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain. Rt Hn.J.A.( Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 


Brassey, 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 245 ; 
clause stand | Noes, 181. (Division List No. 267.) 


AYES. 


Dorington,Rt. Hon. Sir John &. 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


; Duke, Henry Edward 


Dyke, Rt Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 


Faber, George Denison (York) 


Fardell, Sir T. George } 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R B(Inv’rn’ss B’¢hs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Pearose 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S (Warwick, S.W. 
Galloway, William Johason 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, Wiiliain 

Gibbs, Hon. A. GH. 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn. J E (Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’r H’ mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
(roschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 


; Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
| Lawson, Hn. H.b.W.( Mile End) 
| Lee, ArthurH (Hants.,Fareh iin 
| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhea 1) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut -Col. A. R 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Eveshani 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristo!,s.) 
| Lowe, Francis William 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
| Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
| Maconochie, A. W. 
M’Arthur,Charles (Liverpool) 
M Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 

Martin, Richard Bidduiph 


| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Middlemore,John Thorgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hon.Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingden) 
| Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 


Hamilton, Marq of (L’nd’nderry | 


Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath SirJames(Staffords, NW. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsav 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J( Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morton, Arthur H. Ay!mer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Mvers, William Henry 
Nicholson. William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkiagton, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Xemnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, S. Forde 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


| Rolleston, Sir John F L. 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, Rt. Hn. James 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel! Alexander 
Samuel, Sir Harry S.( Limehouse 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt. HnJ Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thonias 

Buxton, N. E.(York,NR,Whitby 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William : 
Devlin, Ghas. Ramsay(Galway) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, “aptain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,CaptEC (S. Andrw’sB’ghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
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Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuft Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

| Vincent,Col. Sir C.E H(Sheffi’ld 
| Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE (Taunton) 
' Welby,Sir Charles G.E. (Notts. 
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Field, William 
Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Go.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard P 
Hammond, John 
Harmswerth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, D. B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael | 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. ) 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilftid (Cornwall) | 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
; Lundon, W. 
| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kean, John 
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Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley.H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H. (Yorks, 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilsen 
Wrightson, Sir ‘Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Si; 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 
| Mooney, John J. 
| Morgan, J. Llovd (Carmarthen) 
| Moulton, John Fietcher 
| Murphy, John 
| Nolan, Col. JolnP.(Galway,N. 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick ( Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary,N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
| O'Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
| O'Mara, James 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 
| Philipps, John Wynford 
| Pirie, Duncan Y. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 


| Reckitt, Harold James 


Reddy, M. . 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

tose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, 'T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 


Te Te Pee ee FY 








bo, Sins fen, be bee bee oP foe 


a 


oa 


AB 





Sit 
nd 


in 


n) 


321 Aliens 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, FE.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 


{1L Juty 1905} 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,Jobn Cathcart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson,CharlesHenry( Hull, W 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid.) 
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Wilson, Henry J. (York.W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJT.( Huddersf’d 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 


Fenwick and Mr. Keir 


Hardie. 


Clause 6:— 


‘In page 5, line 9, after the word ‘ depart- 
ment,’ to insert the words ‘or authority.’ ” 
(Mr, Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 





Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 7, after the word ‘ depart- 
‘or 
(Mr, Seeretary Akers- 


ment, to insert the words 
sanitary anthority.’” 


Douglas.} 


Question, ‘That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to, 


Another Amendment proposed— 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel Jaines Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 


dalfour, Rt Hn Gerald!W (Leeds 


Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. | 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, Sir FrancisT.( Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 


Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin | 
| Dixon-Hartland,SirFred. Dixon 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulstield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-ColHF(Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex.H. (Shropshire 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A(Glasgow) 
Carson,Rt Hon.Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.,Hn J;A(Wore. 





any port 
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Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
| Cripps, Charles Alfred 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow ) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Dorington, Rt. Hon. SirJohnk. 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Duke, Henry Edward 


Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


| Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailywn Edw. 


Fergusson, Rt Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 


| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 





Finlay, SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 


Question, ‘‘ That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to. 


Question put, “That the clause, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


x 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 250; 
(Division List No. 268.) 


Gardner, Ernest 

CGartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans (tr H’mlets 
Crorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnElidon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cainbs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshal! 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’ry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, SirJames(Stattords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hickman. Sir Alfred 

Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col. W- 
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Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, En. H. L.W.(Mile End 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lockwood, Lieut.- Col. A. R. 
Long, Col Chas. W.( Evesham 
Long, RtHn. Walter (Bristol, § 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David ite 
Maconochie, A. W 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M ‘Iver, Sir Lewis( dinburghW 
MKillop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thempson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fredk. G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
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Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 


| Pryce-Jones, 
| Purvis, 


| Reed, 


Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants.) | 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.( W: althamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, Williaa Arthur 


Abraham, William (Cork, NE. 


| Cheetham, 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
| Condon, Thomas Joseph 
| Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
| Cremer, William Randal 


Allen, Charles P. 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Austin, Sir John 
Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

3urt, Thomas 
Buxton,N.E.( York, NR,Whitby 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir 


H. 


Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 


| Crombie, 


Plummer, Sir Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Lt.-Col. Edward 

Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 

Rateliff, R 

Sir Edw. James(Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
emnant, James Farquharson 
fenwick, George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samnel (Sheftield) 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
{utherford, John (Lancashire) 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 

ge Col. S. G. Stopford 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limenouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William. Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis Romford 


| Smith,HC (North mb. Tyneside 


RtHn J Parker( Lanarks 
Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Smith, 
Smith, 
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John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


John William 


| Cullinan, J. 


| Dalziel, 


| Davies, 


| Delany, 


James Henry 
M. Vaughan(Cardigan 
William 


| Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 


| Dewar, 


| Dilke, 





John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt EC(SAndrewsB’ghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans.SirFrancisH.(Maidst’ne 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 


(Lanark) 
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' Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley,Rt Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedle V 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot. RtHon. JG.OxPdUniy 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteih} 
Thorburn, Sic Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Tutf, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col Sir CEH. (Sheftield 
Walrond. Rt Hn. Sir William: H,. 


Warde, Colonel C. EF. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC. E.(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Charles GE.(Notis.) 


Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lore 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks. } 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—NSir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia, 


Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E. 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 


| Gladstone, Rt. Hn Herbert J. 
Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hon.Sir E. (Berwick 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
| Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
| Humphreys- -Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
| Isaacs, Rufus Daniel , 
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Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Lief (. Apple hy) 

Jones, Willia nCaraarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hadson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P,(Cavan, W. 
Kitson, ” r 
L ambert. re 
Law, Hugh "Me »x.(Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilirid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir.JosephF.( Accrington 
Lene, Sir Jolin 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lk Le — ve, David 

Lougl The yas 

i: W. 

Lyell, ec - s Bigg 
Macnamari . Thomas J. 
MacNeill, ye Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, 
M‘Kean, John 

M'Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Lare n, SirCharles Benjamin 
Manstield Ho Rendall 
Sividiaan. Art] sur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd ‘Carmarthen) 
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Moulton, John Fletehe: 
Murphy, John 

Nol = ‘ol. JohnP. Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Thomas Williams 


Nussey, 
Clause yi 


Amendment proposed— 


line 32, to 
word “landed? and 
bark.’ an Ur. Neere tary 


In page 5, 


Question. That the 


made, 


Question put, 


Mr. MARKHAM 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir Wm _ Reynell 
Arkwright, Jolin Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.Sir H 
Bayot, Capt. Jose- line FitzRoy 
Bailey, James , Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 





leave 
insert the 
Akers. Douglas.) 


Amendment be 
” put, and agreed to. 


* That the 
amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


(Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) said that, on a point of ordet, 


| Balfour, Rt Hn. 


‘ Bignold, 


{11 Juny 1905} 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wick.wow, W. 


O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 


Oo Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Par:ott, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wyntford 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Haro!d James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E (Waterford) 
Rickett, 2G enplon 

Roberts, John Bryn (Fifion 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. 0% ulford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
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he desired to pomt out that whereas 


the 
the 
out the the lobby 


word “disem- 


THE 
a point of 


Chairman asked bon. 
Opposition Benches to proceed to 
on 
Members on the Ministerial Benches were 
there at that division for five minutes. 
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Members on 


the previous division, 


It is not exactly 


order; but I hope hon. 


Members will proceed to the division 


clause as lobbies for 


Noes, 186. 
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general convenience of 
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ito leave out of Clause 8, at line 15, the 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) | Word “steerage.” He would have boon 
said the Amendment he now moved was | glad to see the Governme1t base this Bill 
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mainly on the principle of Clause 8, but 
if there was to be this examination, and 
the Committee had agreed that there was 
to be, then he submitted it was not 
desirable to confine it only to steerage 
passengers. Jt was alien to our laws and 
the best traditions of this country that 
persons should be refused a landing on 
these shores simply because they were 
poor, Further than that, it was quite 
obvious that emplovers of foreign labour 
and other importers of aliens could quite 
easily avoid the provisions of this Bill as 
it at present stood by giving undesirable 
aliens a second-class ticket, and thus 
making them cabin passengers. Unde- 
sirable aliens who came into this country 
were by no means confined to steerage 
passengers, and if this Pill was to be 
Operative it was essential that this 
Amendment should be accepted so that 
an eXamination should be made of all 
aliens at the port of immigration. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 15, to leave out the word 
‘steerage. °—( Ur. Fuller.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘steerage’ stand part of the clause.” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that if 
the Amendment were alopted it would 
have the effect of remodelling the Bill. 
The principle on which the Bill was 
drawn was that they were to provide for 
the inspection of those who invariably 
came as steerage passengers. If thev 
were to provide for the inspection of all 
immigrants, whether cabin or steerage, 
they would have ‘o have a most elaborate 
system of examination at all their ports, 
There would have, for instance, to be 
an immigration board at Dover. 


Mr. FULLER said that Dover 


not an immigration port. 


was 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that was 
true, but the scheme of this Amendment 
was that all people coming into this 
country must be examined, and Dover, 
under those cireumstances, might at once 
become an immigration port. There were 
only two possi}|> ways of dealing with this 
matter; one, the way in which the Bill 
as drawn proposed to deal with it, by 


Mr. Fuller. 
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examining all who came in at specified 
ports, and the other to examine all 
persons who came into this country. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) expressed 
his regretthat the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man had refused to accept this Amend- 
ment in socurtamanner. He said that it 
was perfectly obvious that those who had 
2s. to spare for their passage across the 
Channel could convert themselves into 
cabin passengers and thus evade the law, 
and it would be the class of alien that came 
into the country In that way which would 
be the most undesirable. It would be the 
prostitute, the person who lived on 
prostitution, and the expert criminal 
who would pay this extra money, and so 
gain admission into the country without 
examination. The Government ce- 
liberately refused an Amendment which 
would enable them to catch these people 
as they came in instead of having to 
resort to the elaborate and = difficult 
process of catching them and turning 
them out after they had come in. He 
was sorry this line had been taken by 
the Government, more especially having 
regard to the fact that it was to be left 
to the Home Secretary to define what a 
steerage passenger was. He thought 
that that dofinition oughtto be given 
now, as that was really the pivot on 
which the Bill turned. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said the 


‘common sense of the people of these 


islands had long decided the principle ot 
sumptuary laws, and this was a 
sumptuary law pure and simple. The 
persons who would be able to come into 
this country were the  forgers, the 
bankrupts, the expert criminals, and all 
those classes of undesirables who 
invariably travelled first class. Thev 
were not excluded by this Bill, which 
only penalised the industrious immigrant 
whose poverty compelled him to travel 
steerage. He thought the demand of 
his hon, friend the Member for ¢Halifax 
for a detinition ofa steerage passenger 
was a reasonable one, there being on 
most boats three classes of passengers. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


_ again this evening. 
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(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. Granr Lawson 
N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. } 


(Yorkshire, 


Clause 8 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 


‘In page 6, line 15, to leave out the word 
(Mr. Fuller.) 


‘steerage. “— 


Question again proposed, ‘That the 


word ‘steerage’ stand partof the clause.” 


Mr. FLYNN said that as there were 
other important Amendments which they 
were desirous of discussing he would not 
occupy the attention of the Committee 
further on this Amendment. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
said his right hon. friend seemed 
to think that “steerage passenger” wasa 
term which could be e: asily define d by any- 
body ; that it was a colloquical expression 
well known to the law, 
introduction of it into an Act of Parlia- 
ment was quite sufficient to define a par- 
ticular class of passengers. The term | 
“steerage passenger’? had 
defined for reasons which would at once | 
be seen by the Committee when they | 
remembered the different classes of boats 
in use and the different regulations under | 
which they carried passengers, regulations 
so varied that what might be called a 
cabin passenger on one line might be a 
steerage passenger on another, The 
definition of a “steerage passenger” in 


ney, S.) 


the;Merchant Shipping Act did not help | 
them, because that definition only applied | 
to long voyages and not to the short | 


journeys taken by these aliens. For in- 
stance, a steerage pasSenger, according 


to the Merchant Shipping Act, had to 
have thirty-six superficial feet of space 
allotted to him. These aliens considered 
themselves well off when they had six feet 
alloted to them. Thena steerage passen- 
ger, according to the Merchant Shipping 
Act, had to be messed at the same table 
with the master or the first officer of the 
ship. That again must certainly apply to 
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| long voyages, 


and that the mere | 


never been | 
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because on these short 
| voyages there was no messing at all. It 
| was therefore perfectly clear that for the 
| purposes of this Bill the definition of 
| “steerage passenger ” could not be taken 
from the Merchant Shipping Act, and it 
| was therefore essential that the words 
‘steerage passenger”’ should be defined 
in this Act. 


Bal. 


It the definition of a steerage passen- 
was that assumed by the senior 
Member for Oldham as a person who 
paid a steerage fare, and who could 
not afford to pay for a cabin passage, 
then he would agree that this Bill failed. 
He would agree that if the mere fact of 
paying a few extra shillings took these 
persons out of the category of steerage 
passengers, this Bill was not a sufficient 
protection to the people of these islands 
who wished to be protected from thes: 
aliens. There was, therefore, a more direct 
reference as to what should be a steerage 
passenger in this Bill. There was a 
‘discretion in the Secretary of State for 
home affairs, and it was quite right and 
quite proper that there should ‘be that 
discretion ; and that the Home Secretary 
should be able to say what persons 
should be, and what persons should not 
be, considered cabin passengers, the 
object being to define steerage passengers. 
The object of this Amendment really 
was to make this inspection absolutely 
universal, and to ensure that every 
|foreigner should be examined, whether 
| they came into this country as steerage 
| passengers or first-class passengers. That 
| was not a thing to which he and 
| those who thought with him agreed, - 
| the simple reasons that first of all, 
their opinion, it was wholly ieee 
and, secondly, it would, as they con- 
tended, restrict our intercourse with the 
Continent. 


rae 
gel 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


} 

| Sr GEORGE BARTLEY said he should 
like to say just two words to show the 
difference between the way in which aliens 
were treated in this Bill and the treatment 
meted out to them in America. He 
recently crossed from Canada into the 
United States, and while he was on the 
car as they cressed th» border, an official 
came into the car and said ‘Sir you are 
an alien,” to which he replied, “I dare- 
say Iam,” The officiai then took his name 
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and address, and that of his wife and his 
servants, and, in fact, made a list of the 
whcle party, after which he turned 
round and said, “ Sir, you do not seem to 
resent being called an alien,” to which he, 
Sir George, replied, ‘‘ No, J should resent 
it if I were not here.’ Such ar 
experience showed that they did take a 
list in America, and, therefore, it did 
not seem to him to be unreasonable that 
there should be a limitation in this Bill. 
It showed that we were rather behind 
other countries in this matter. It 
seemed to him that the provision they 
were now discussing was of great 
importance to this country, and he 
could not see why there should be all this 
objection to seeing that those who came 
to this country should be persons of good 
character. 


*Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnai Green, 
S.W.) said that they had listened to 
some remarkable speeches since the 
dinner hour, and for once he regretted 
to say he found himself differing 
from his hon. friend the Member for 
Hackney. It seemed to him that they 
were not debating the question before 
the House. They were debating the 
definition of a word which was different 
altogether to that to which the Amend 
ment on the Paper referred. The word to 
which the Amendment referred was not 
‘steerage’? but ‘ immigrant.” The 
Bill said that the immigrant under this 
Act should mean a steerage passenger. 
It was not the definition of a steerage 
passenger which was required, that was 
already defined by the Merchant Shipping 
Act of 18%4, but for the purposes 
of this Bill they had to make a nw 
definition because they were dealing 
with an entirely new expression. 
That was to say, they had to deal with 
the word “immigrant ” in law. They had 
to define what they meant by “immi- 
grant,’ and he found himself entirely in 
accord with the hon. Member for Wilt- 
shire and his hon. friend who also had 
an Amendment to the same effect upon 
the Paper. It was a very great pity 
that they had to insert the word 
“ steerage” at all. 


It had already been pointed out on for- 
mer occasions that if this Bill was to be 
workable in an economic sense it must not 
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put this country to a huge and unneces- 
sary expenditure—to a higher expenditure 
than was necessary, and, therefore, the 
idea was to confine the operations of the 
Act to those particular ports at which the 
immigrants arrived in bulk. They knew 
that at present there were only eight or 
nine ports at which immigrants arrived 
in this country, and if they were going to 
leave out the word “steerage” and 


| were going to examine every immigrant 








who came to this country they would 
have to goto very much greater expense 
and set up an immigration board at 
every port at which an alien might arrive. 
He believed that when in operation the 
Act would not be expensive and that the 
burden upon the taxpayers would not be 
nearly so great as many hon. Members 
anticipated. But ifthe word “steerage” 
was removed from the clause it would be 
at once necessary to set up machinery 
at every port at which immigrants arrived, 
and to examine cabin passengers as well 
as steerage passengers, with the result 
that instead of the Act throwing only a 
very moderate tax upon the community 
the expense would be much greater than 
it need or was expected to be. (Consider- 
able time had been spent in advocating 
a “pious opinion” which really would 
tot work unless the country were prepared 
to pay a price which was altocether un- 
necessary and would not in any way 
help in the exclusion of undesirable aliens 
from our shores. He was sure that all 
would agree in leaving out the word 
‘steerage ” if it were possible, but seeing 
that the immigrant trade was restricted 
to a very limited number of ports, and 
that it was undesirable to put the country 
to unnecessary expense, he submitted that 
it was essential that the word should re- 
main in the clause. He hoped, therefore, 
that the Home Secretary would rot 
accept the Amendment. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) suggested that 
it would be much better to take the 
ordinary definition of ‘immigrant’ as. 
given in the dictionary—viz., an alien who 
came for the purpose of permanent resi- 
dence in acountry. That would avoid all 
the objections which had been urged 
against the proposal in the Bill. The 
term “steerage passenger” was under- 
stood to mean a poor man, and grave 





objection was taken to applying a series 
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of regulations with reference to being | 


guilty of crimes and so forth to poor men 


and not to rich. He hoped the Home | 
Secretary would carefully consider that | 


point. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS pointed out 
that it was very difficult to know how 
many aliens came here to reside and how 
many were simply transmigrants, and he 
was afraid he must adhere to the definition 
inthe Bill. He thought they were more 
likely by that means to keep out the 
really undesirable. Then it had been 
urged that the effect of the Bill would 
be to keep out poor men, while rich 
men would be able to come in 
even though they were undesirable. 
It was impossible to prevent the in- 
filtration of aliens at every port in the 
country, but as 97 per cent. of the 
aliens who entered the country came in 
at eight or ten ports the Government 
thought they should set up an efficient 
barrier at those ports and _ not 
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inflict upon every passenger who might 
arrive the annoyance or hindrance 
ofan examination, It was per ectly true 
that undesirable aliens of the richer 
class might get through. The Govern- 
ment had never supposed that they 
could keep them out by the first part of 
the Bill, but they believed that they could 
keep out a very large influx of aliens 
who were likely to prove a detriment to 
the country, while high-class criminals 
could be efficiently dealt with under 
another clause in the Bill. Such persons 
could not be dealt with under the earlier 
portion of the Bill without an examina- 
tion of every passenger, and it did not 
at all follow that they would be detected 
even then; therefore it was not thought 
desirable to inflict so great a hardship 
upon all passengers for a problematical 
benefit. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 144; 
(Division List No. 270.) 
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“his object being to pre- 


of the men engaged each 


| year on British merchant ships were 


and the percentage was 
The evil existed 
in connection with cattle 


the Argentine and other 


working their passage across as seamen. | parts of the world, and unless some 
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such provision as he proposed were 
inserted a most undesirable class of 
immigrants would find their way into this 
country without being subjected to the 
safeguards imposed with regard to other 
classes. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 6, line 15, after the word 
« passenger > to insert the words ‘ or alien mem- 
ber of the crew. ”—(.Mr. Marks.) 

Question proposed, ‘* That those words 

c 
he there inserted.” 


Masor EVANS GORDON said that 
evidence was given before the Rova! 
Commission to show that the worst and 
most undesirable class of aliens were 
precisely those referred to in this Amend- 
ment, who, at nominal wags, worked their 
assage across, without having the 
slightest pretence to being seamen, The 
class of people who had been alluded to 
were generally people of a very bad 
character, who could find their way 
to this country only in this way. He 
thought some attempt should be made to 
stop these people coming here and landing, 
and mixing with the general popul:tion. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) pointed out to the Home 
Secretary that since nine o'clock seven 
speakers had addressed the House from 
the Ministerial side. This showed that 
the matter was ai important matter. 
and he appealed to the right hon. Gentle- 
man to advise the Prime Minister to take 
into consideration the desirability of 
granting an additional day for the 
discussion of the Bull. 


That 
this 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order. 
question is not relevant to 
Amendment. 


*\Mr. FORDE RIDLEY said he had 
had practical experience, and testimony 
from gentleman of undoubted integrity 
connected with the shipping community, 
as to the truth of the state of things 
which the hon. and gallant Member for 
Stepney had just described. It was a 
fact that some of the most abandoned 
characters—he could find no other more 
suitable expression to describe these 
cattlemen—-were shipped over from South 
America in this way under the name of 
Seamen, and in this way some of the most 
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disgraceful characters arrived in this 
country. That being the cas>, he hoped 
the Government would insert some words 
to protect this country and those who 
dwelt in it from the danger of having an 
influx of such people as certainly were 
extremely detrimental to any nation 
where they were permitted to land. He 
felt very strongly upon this question, and 
no exaggerated terms had been used by the 
hon. and gallant Member for Siepney in 
regard to these cattlemen. He hoped 
some steps would be taken in this Bill to 
prevent such immigration, whether they 
came in large or small numbers, and he 
trusted that the Home Secretary would 
insert words to meet this case. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said there 
was no doubt that this Amendment was 
directed towards meeting a real grievance, 
because many of these cattlemen were 
most undesirable persons. In the past 
they had been allowed to land here, and 
the object of this Amendment was to 
give power to deal with such cases. He 
hoped, however, that his hon. friend 
would not press this Amendment to a 
division, because the Government had 
been advised of this evil, and they had 
endeavoured to meet it so far as cattle- 
men were concerned. If the hon. Mem- 
ber would look at the 3rd Sub-section of 
this clause he would see that the expres- 
sion “passenger” included “any person 
carried on the ship other than the master 
and persons employed in the working or 
service of the ship.” These cattlemen 
might be nominally engaged as members 
of the crev, but they were not employed 
inthe working or service of the ship. The 
Government were fully alive to this evil, 
but they believed that the words he had 


| alluded to were effective for the purpose 


of excluding this most undesirable class 
oi persons. He, therefore, hoped his hon, 
friend would not press this Amendment 
to a division, as the words con- 
tained in the Amendment raised a very 
large question which was really foreign 
to the purpose of this Bill. Thev were 
all aware that a great many British 
vessels were manned to a great extent by 
foreigners, and to prevent ail these 
foreigners landing as proposed by this 
Amendment would be taking a step 
of a most alarming character. He 
sympathised with the object of the 
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mover and seconder of this Amendment, 
but it was not desirable to press it in the 
form in which it had been put down. 


Mr. MARKS: 
stances, I beg leave to withdraw my 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. FULLER 
* passenger” the words ‘not born in 
the United Kingdom.” and asked the 
Attorney-General whether a person born 
in the United Kingdom could be an 
alien. If not, he would not insist on his 
Amendment. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY | said at 
common law a person born in the 
United Kingdom could not get rid o! 
his allegiance ; but by the Naturalisation 
Act of 1870 it had been provided that 
if a British subject became naturalised 
in a foreign State he ceased to be a 
British subject. Therefore, a person 


born in the United Kingdom might | 


become an alien. 


Mr. FULLER: Do I understand that | 


British subjects are excluded from the 
operation of the Bill? 


Srr ROBERT FINLAY: Certainly; | 


so long as they remain British subjects. 


Mr. FULLER said that his Amend- 
ment concerned an Englishman or a 
Scotchman who, having been in the 
United States for a period of years, 
wished to pay a temporary visit to his 
friends in this country. He asked the 
Attorney-General whether words could 
not be inserted which would make it 
impossible for anyone born in the United 
Kingdom to be excluded therefrom. 
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say one or two words. At an earlier stage 
of the Bill they succeeded in obtaining 
a promise fromthe Attorney-General that 
he would endeavour to meet the difficulty 
which had been raised, but the Amend- 
ment put forward by the Government to 
meet this case came under the guillotine, 
and this was the only opportunity left 
to them for the discussion of this point, 
As the Bill stood an Englishmen, born 
and bred in this country, who had been 
naturalised in the United States and 
desired to spend the rest of his days in 
the old country, might be treated as a 
rogue and a vagabond if he travelled 
third class on an immigrant ship and 
tried to land at any other than one of 
the eight or ten ports mentioned in the 
Bill. Tie only way in which the case 
of sucha man could be met was by 
specially excepting him from the defini- 
tion of “alien immigrant,” 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he did 
not quite understand who the people 
were whom the Amendment was intended 
to exempt. In the ordinary course of 
things every person born in the United 
Kingdom was necessarily a British sub- 
ject. The Government had put down an 
Amendment to meet the case of the man 


| whom they supposed the hon. Member 


for Cork had in view—namely, the man 
born in this country who emigrated to 


|a foreign country, became naturalised, 


and revisited the United Kingdom, in- 
tending to make only a short stay here. 
But surely it would not be contended 
that such a man, who for some purpose 
good to himself sacrificed his British 
nationality, should be allowed to return 
without at least undergoing some process 
of examination, with, for instance, a view 
to seeing that he was not a lunatic? The 
Government had put down words which, 
in his opinion, would meet the case com- 


plained of in regard to Ircland. 


Amendment proposed—- 


“In page 6, line 15, after the word ‘ passen- 
ger,’ to insert the words ‘ not born in the United 
Kingdom, °°—(Mr. Fuller.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. WHITLEY said that as he had an 
Amendment on the Paper in the same | 
words, perhaps he would be permitted to | 


Sir Robert Finlay. 


Mr. WHITLEY: I raised the question 
long before hon. Members from Ireland 
brought it forward with reference to 
workmen from Lancashire and Yorkshire. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he did 
not think that a man who had chosen 


_ to sacrifice his own nationality should be 


allowed to come to this country without 
any examination or without their putting 
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into operation with regard to him the 
safeguards which were laid down in the 
Bill. He was sorry that the Amendment 
he put down came under the closure, and 
he regretted that it did not go far enough 
to meet what hon. Members opposite 
desired, but he was not prepared to make 
a general extension in regard to this case. 


Me. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) thought 
the Amendment was a most reasonable 
one. The Home Secretary seemed 
to think that it was a sort of crime 
for a British workman who emigrated 
o a foreign country to  naturalise 
himself there. It was rather hard on 
such @ man, who desired to fulfil the 
duties of citizenship in the country in 
yhich he fiad settled down, to be told 
that he had done an unpatriotic thing, 
ind therefore was to be subjected to an 
examination as if he were a rogue and a 
vogabond on revisiting his old home. 
Surely the Home Secretary must have 
forgotten altogether the indignities which 
this Bill proposed to inflict. The conten- 
tion of his hon. friend was that a British- 
horn subject who became naturalised 


} aL A yr , 2 » ¢ ior rd | ‘ ° : 
in ’ aa wher : — — d | men to devise some form of words which 

Ss u 2 Ye » é age | ¢ 
to should be exempted from all thes« | would meet the case. 


{11 JuLy 1905} 





Bill. 346 


Mr. FLYNN said some interesting 
points had been raised in this debate. 
This country went to war some time ago 
in South Africa, and one of the objects 
of that war was to enable people who 
went there to naturalise earlier than the 
Transvaal laws allowed. Was not one 
of the grievances against the Transvaal 
Government that they would not mike 
the period shorter? This Billas it now 
stood would exclude a large number 
of Irish-born citizens who had _ been 
naturalised In the United States and who 
wished to return for a short time to visit 
thei rrelatives in Ireland, unless they came 
as cabin passengers. It ought not to be 
beyond the powers of the Attorney- 
General and the Attorney-Genera] for 
Ireland to devise some form of words 
which would meet their case. He 


|acknowledged the courtesy of the Home 
| Secretary and the Attorney-General in 
| endeavouring to meet the case which the 
| Irish Members brought forward last week. 


| dealing. 


He admitted that there was considerable 
difficulty in framing such a definition as 
would meet the case with which they were 
But surely it did not surpass 


| the combined intelligence of these Gentle- 


obligations under this Bill when he re- | 


turned to this country. 


that ought to be enough. This point 
affected not only British-born subjects in 
this country, but also those who were 
born in the Colonies. 


Mr. DAVID MACIVER contended 
that the | Amendment was both 
unreasonable and unworkable. He 
remembered a case where _ sixteen 
lunatics were sent back to this country 
by the United States Government. He 
did not think it was right that men 
who had spent the best years of 
their lives in the United States should 
be sent back to this country when they 
had become chargeable to the States. 
That was an illustration of the danger 
which would arise if the United States 
were free to send back to this country 
evervbody who, though naturalised there, 
had become chargeable on the rates. He 
id not think that would be right and 
fair. The words suggested by the 
Attorney-General were quite sufficient. 


He might be) 


required to prove his British birth, but | and hon. Members from Iedaad hed no 





The Home Secre- 
tary’s Amendment was passed last night 
after the closure rule came into operation, 


opportunity of discussing its terms. 
They were placed in the position of 
having nolens volens to accept the Amend- 


ment. The bulk of the Irishmen who 
went to America became naturalised 
there, Surely the right hon. Gentleman 


was not unaware of the appalling emigra- 
tion which went on from Ireland owing, 
as the Irish representatives said, to bad 
government. A small number of them 
made money, and when they returned 
to visit their homes and friends they 
came as cabin passengers. A large pro- 
portion who returned to visit friends did 
not travel as saloon passengers, and, under 
this Bill as it stood, it was possible that 
their admission to their native land might 
be objected to. That was a monstrous 
state of things. That never was intended 
by the framers of the Bill. It neverentered 
their imagination that in attempting to 
deal with the question of alien labour in the 
East End of London they were framing 
a measure which would have the effect 
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of preventing Irishmen who had emigrated | 
to America from revisiting their native | 
land. He challenged contradiction on 
that point. The case was unanswerable. | 
The Government had no right to put | 
any artificial barrier in the way of) 
Trishmen who wished to return from the 


United States to visit their native land. | 


Trishmen were entitled by all laws, human 
and divine, to do that without let or 
hindrance from the British Government. 
He and his friends would protest against 
that so long asthey coulddoso. He said 
it was nothing short of tyranny that, 
because it was desired to exclude a certali 
class of foreigners, Irishmen should be 
dubbed aliens and prevented from re- 
turning to the land of their birth. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen. 
E ) said the Bill hit Welshmenas wellas 
Irishmen. He knew many cases of steel 


workers and coal workers who, when | 


times were bad in Glamorganshire and 
Monmouthshire, went to the United 
States, stayed there for five or six years, 
and when times were good again here 
returned to their native land. ‘To dub 
such people as aliens and vagabonds was 
monstrous, and he was surprised at any 
Government bringing such an absurd Bill 
into the House. It might be that in 
some districts aliens had done harm, but 
he believed the grievance had been 
exagcerated. 


THe CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 


Ge tleman is getting a long way from | 


the Amendment. 


Mr. ABEL THOMAS sal that what 


was mate ial was that Welshmen who | 


had left this country under the circum- 
stances he had indicated would be 
precluded by this Bill from coming back 
when times became bad in America, 
because, having been naturalised there, 
they weuld come back as aliens. ji 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he was | 


sure the Committee were sensible of the 
temperate way in which the hon. Mem- 


ber for North Cork had brought this | 


matter before them. The hon. Member 


had admitted that he himself had failed | 
to devise any form of words which would | 
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what he. with the assistance of his friends 
from Ireland, had been unable to do. 


Mr. FLYNN said he gave notice of 
an Amendment containing the form of 
words which he desired to introduce, but 


'as the closure came into operation he 


could not move it. 


Str RORERT FINLAY said no form 
of words had been devised which 
would satisfy those interested in this 
subject. The hon. Member need not be 
discouraged at his failure, because the 
| task was an impossible one. He hoped to 
satisfy not only the hon. Member for 
North Cork, but also the hon. Member 
for East Carmarthen, that it 
impossible to introduce a_ general 
Amendment without achieving a resul‘ 
which both of them would warmly 
/repudiate, A suggestion had been made 
bv the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Aberdeen as to the indignity 
inflicted on immigrants under this Bill 
if they came in this way. He respect- 
fullv suggested that that was rather a 
strong word to use. Nobody thought 
an indignity was inflicted upon immi- 
| grants into the United States from this 
country because the authorities of that 
country thought it right to put in force 
the laws against the immigration of 
undesirable aliens. 


Was 





Mr. BRYCE said the laws were not put 
| in force against passengers in the way it 
was proposed to do here. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY begged the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon —_ But that 
was not the only part of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech to which he took 
exception. He would call the attention 
of the Committee to the fact that the 
Amendment opened up a very wide 
question. If they were to exempt persons 
born in the United Kingdom what were 
they going to do with persons born in 
Canada? If they weie to accept an 
Aimendment of this kind they must apply 
it to all persons born in any part of His 
Majesty’s dominions. [An Hon. Member 
Why not ?] The Amendment, therefore, 
was altogether unsatisfactory. He could 
not understand how tie right hon. 


be satisfactory. The hon. Member had/ Gentleman cou!d say that the Home 
thrown upon him the task of achieving | 


Mr. Flynn. 


Secretary had spoken of its beinga crime 
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for a British subject, after settling in 
Amerca, to become naturalised. His 
right hon. friend said nothing of the kind. 
It was a natural thing for any man to 
do; there was no stigma or taint of 
criminality about it. But it was another 
question whether the country of this 
man’s adoption should shunt its failures 
cn the country of origin, 


Mr. BRYCE said the United States 
kai no right to deport its citizens. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he was 
speaking of those who had become 
naturalised in America. They should 
pot come here and throw themselves on 
the rates of this country. 


Mr. BRYCE 


Irish case. 


said that was not the 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said it was 
aconsequence in which the Amendment 
would land the people of this country. 
It was the right of this country to say 
that those who had become naturalised 
in America should remain there and 
should not come home to throw them- 
selves upon the poor rates here. A man 
might have been guilty of a crime in 
America which was the subject of 
extradition, He was to be exempted 
from the operation of the Bill, and there 
Was no power in the case of a person 
who had elected to become an alien and 
who in the country of his adoption had 
been guilty of a crime to prevent him 
from returning to this country. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 


The extradition law will operate. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said if the 
¢ime was one which was subject to ex- 
tradition an alien might be prevented 
from landing in this country. The 
Amendment proposed to exempt him 


altogether. Was that a reasonable pro- 
posal? It was impossible for the Govern- 


ment to accept the Amendment. He 
had been touched by the eloquenc» of 
the hon. Member for Cork when he drew 
a picture of the Irishmen returning from 
America to visit their friends. He had 


{11 Jury 1905} 


Bill, 350 


tried to find words to meet the case sub- 
mitted by the hon. Member without pre- 
judice to the general principle of the Bill, 
and the result was the Amendment now 
incorporated as part of the first clause. 


Mr. WILLIAMABRAHAM(Glamorgan- 
shire. Rhondda) said the Attorney-General 
had not attempted to answer the Question 
which was put to him by his hon, friend 
the Member for East Carmarthen in re- 
gard to Welsh working men who were 
anxious to return to this country and to 
earn an honest living at their trades. 
He appealed to the right hon. Gentle- 
nan to postpone the consideration of 
this part of the Bill until he saw his 
way clear to defend the honest worker. 
Thev had heard a great deal about 
Imperialism and of Canada, but what 
became of Impetialism if they could 
not defend a worker who desired to 
return to this country ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
pointed out that during the last fifty years 
millions of the Irish people had gone to 
America, and the great majority had 
become naturalised there. There was an 
enormous traffic between America and 
Ireland during the summer seasor, thou- 
sands coming as steerage passengers to 
visit their native country. There was also 
another class of Irishman who came back 
to Ireland to stay, not to go upon the 
rates but to die in the country of his 
birth. The Government hardly seemed 
able to understand the attachment the 
Irishman felt for his old home. Those 
people should be considered in debating 
the Bill, and for that reason he supported 
the Amendment. It was all very weil to 
talk about criminals and lunatics. No 
one wished to have the criminals. He 
and others would give the Government 
power to deal with them, but he appealed 
to the Government to acknowledge the 
claims of the class he had mentioned. 
The Bill seemed to have been drawn 
without the slightest regard to the con- 
sideration of this class, and with a desire 
simply to exclude aliens from the Kast 
End of London. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said he 
thought that the remedy for the com- 
plaint which had been made by the hon. 
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Gentleman opposite was already in the 
Billin an Amendment which was accepted 
by the Government and passed the 
previous night under the guillotine. 
Obviously it was to the joint interest of 
the great steamship companies, who 
brought these passengers, and of the 
passengers themselves, that there should 
be a landi.g, if possible, without the 
indignity of an examination at all; and 
the Amendment put forward by the 
steamship companies, and accepted by 
the Government the previous night, was 
to the effect that the Secretary of State 
mizht, by order, exempt any ships where 
security Was given to his satisfaction 
that undesirable immigrants would not 
be landed in the United Kingdom from 
those immigrant ships exceyt for the 
purpose of transit. It appeared to him 
that in that Amendment there lay the 


means of getting round a very serious | 
difficulty referred to by the hon Gentle- | 


man, 


*Mn. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) 
said he wished to put a purely legal point 


in a spirit of very respectful inquiry. | 
He believed it was the case that anyone | 


born of British parents in a foreign 
country could claim to be regarded as a 
British subject. Under these circum- 
stances could he come to this country 
free under this Bill? It seemed to him 
to be an absurdity, if that were the case, 
that anyone born in Great Britain, and 
who went to the United States, would 
not be aliowed to return to this country 
without examination and inquiry, whereas 
a person born in the United States would 
be allowed to do so. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he did 


not think this provision would app!y to | 


those who were born and remained British 
subjects. It was impossible to find an 
Amendment which would meet all require- 
ments. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that by 


the common law of England no British 
subject could divest himself of his British 
citizenship. ‘That was the principle which 


led to the war of 1812, and to the severe | and 
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that an Irishman who hadbeen naturalised 
in the United States cease1 to be a British 
subject, while the British Government 
held otherwise. The difficulty was settled 
by the Act of 1870, by which it was 
arranged that a naturalised subject of 
the United States became an American 
citizen and renounced his Irish allegiance, 
He thought the difficulty could be re. 
moved by exempting from the operation 
of the Bill all British subjects who 
had become naturalised citizens of the 
United States. This Bill was framed 
merely to meet the case of the invasion 
of undesirable aliens from Russia and 
Roumania, and was never intended to 
apply to Irishmen who wished to revisit 
the country from which they sprung. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON = (Lancash-re, 





Clitheroe) said that the difficulty they 
were in arose from the application of the 
| closure by compartments. He was certain 
| that the Committee did not understand 
the question; and the further they dis- 
cussed it the more they were getting into 
a fog. Before the guillotine descended 
at twelve o'clock the Government ought 
to give some further explanation as to 
| what their intention really was. Did 
they intend to set up = a_ barrier 
}against the return of any British-born 
subject who wished to come back to his 
native country ? This question not only 
| affected [.ish-Americans who desired to 
return to their native land to end their 
days, but the stee] workers from Wal’s 
who had gone to America. Putting 
aside all questions of the Poor Law, or 
the sentiment about dying in the old 
|country, he wished to know what would 
be the position of the thousands of the 
Lancashire cotton operatives who went 
to America seven or eight vears ago 
to take advantage of the boom 
there, and the high rate of wages 
paid. There was now a recovery i 
this country from the cotton crisis, the 
| wages of the workers had advanced 5 per 
| cent., while the American manufacturers 
had pulled wages down 22} per cent. 
Employers here were anxious for the 
return of the cotton operatives in 
|the present condition of the trade, 
these would come back as 


crisis in 1866 in the celebrated case of Jack- | suredly as steerage passengers. These 
son, The United States Government held | Lancashire operatives had certainly no 
Mr. Austin Taylor. 
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idea that they would be prevented from 
returning by this Aliens Bill) and he 
wanted to know if the Bill would be a 
barrier against them returning to their 
old country. 


Mx. LEIF JONES said that strong 
feeling had been aroused when they were 
told that Irishmen, Welshmen, and 
Lancashire cotton operatives could not 
come back to the United Kingdom with- 
out passing through the hands of an 
immigration officer in one or other of the 
named ports, and that if they went any- 
where else they were liable to be proceeded 
against as rogues and vagabonds, and be 
fine’ £5 with the alternative of three 
months imprisonment. He insisted that 
the Government would not satisfy the 
Committee, the House, or the country. 
unless they found some form of words by 
which any British citizen could come back 
freely to this country. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said it was a great 
disadvantage to the Committee that the 
Home Secretary should not be present to 
hear the debate on this important point. 
He ventured to say that it was incumbent 
ona Minister in charge of an important 
Bill to be present, especially when the 
period for its discussion had been curtailed 
by an arbitrary procedure. The Attor- 
nev-General might try to enlighten the 
Committe*, but the Minister in charge of 
the Home Office, which would have to do 
with the administration of the Bill when 
it became law, ought to have been present 
to answer the arguments advanced against 
some of its important provisions. If the 
Home Secretary had been present he would 
have asked what the Government would 
lose by accepting the Amendment pro- 
posed. After all, this Bill had been 
represented very largely on nat onal 
grounds as designed to preserve the purity 
of the British race. The hon, Member for 
Limehouse and others desired to make 
sure that there should be no infiltration 
of foreign sewage to defile the purity of 
the Anglo-Saxon blood! Well, this 
particular Amendment dealt with a class 
of immigrants to this country, or rather 
with people of British birth, who desired 
to return to their native land. The hon. 
Member for Clitheroe had given a real 
practical illustration of the hardship: 
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which would be imposed on the Lan- 
cashire cotton operatives who had gone 
over to America at a time when there 
was a boom in the cotton trade there. 
Partly from the pressure of their sur- 
roundings, and partly from economic 
causes, they had become naturalised sub- 
jects oi the United States, but many of 
did not wish to separate themselves 
entirely from the land of their birth. 
He urged the Government to meet the 
wishes of hon. Members, believing, as he 
did, that not a single essential object of 
the Bill would be sacrificed if they gave 
the concession now asked for, 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhondda) said he thought the 
Committee was entitled to an Answer. 
Hon. Members who voted for the Bill 
never dreamt that the present position 
would arise. He protested against the 
honest British workman, who was in 
America or elsewhere, being prevented 
from returning to his own country. 
He wanted a straight Answer to a straight 
Question—namely, whether it was the 
intention of the Government to prevent 
ai honest workman, be he English, 
Scotch, Irish, or Welsh, from returning to 
his own country. Every man should 
have the inherent right to return to his 
country. He was prepared to accept the 
word of honour of the Home Secretary 
that such prevention would be impossible ; 
and he believed it would be the worst 
day’s work hon. Gentlemen opposite 
ever did if they voted for the clause as it 
stood. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he did 
not think it was possible for him to be 
more explicit than he had been. He 
would, however, repeat what he had stated 
before. It was far from the wish of the 
Government to prevent honest British 
working men from coming back to this 
country, even after thev had been natura- 
lised abroad. The Government could not 
do otherwise than apply to all aliens, 
subject to exemption in the case of per- 
sons born in this country revisiting their 
friends, provisions which were intended 
not to put any difficulty in the way of 
working men returning to this country, 
but to prevent the landing of undesirable 
aliens. 
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Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamorgan- 
shire, Rhondda) asked if the right hon. 
Gentleman would insert words to allow 
the British workman to return. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
Bill only aimed at the undesirable alien. 


*Mr. Ha LAWSON (Tower Hamlets, Mile 
End) said he should not have intervened 
in the debate but for the fact that the 
hon. Men: ber for Oldham, in the courteous 
and genial manner which had become 
habitual to nim, imputed to him when 
he Was supporting the Bill on 
national grounds that he did so in 
spite of his mixed origin—a mixed origin 
which the hon. Member shared. It 
seemed to him a pity that the hon. 
Gentleman, whose abilities they all recog- 
nised, could not take part in a debate 
without introducing the bitter venom of 
acrimonious personality. 


An HON, MEMBER: Oh! 


Mr. CHURCHILL appealed to the 
Chair to allow the hon. Member full 
licens». 


*Mr. H. LAWSON said that the hon. 
Gentleman always seemed anxious to pay 
off old scores. It was a matter of boast 
and pride with him that if he supported 
this Bill it was because he wished to 
remove the reproach of having unworthy 
and undesirable members foisted upon 
a community with which his family had 
been long connected. So far as the Amend- 
ment was concerned, he was quite certain 
that if it gave rise to any grievance on the 
part of Englishmen and Irishmen he 
certainly did not desire it. He did not 
wish that any Englishman or Irishman 
should be prevented from coming back to 
his mother country, but what he desired 
was to prevent the undesirable alien from 
returning to this country. The number 
of American citizens after naturalisation 
so coming was very small. He was sure 


they would be able to bring the Bill into 
conformity with that desire, which the 
Prime Minister had so often expressed. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he 
had supported the Bill with the clear 
and distinct understanding that it was 
intended to exclude the undesirable alien 
arriving from the East of Europe. No 
hon. Member thought it would be applied 
to persons of British birth. It was 
quite inconceivable that such persons 
would be undesirables. The Bill was 
introduced to prevent the arrival of 
uneconomic residents, who would reduce 
the standard of living. The Government 
had as vet given no promise in this 
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irespect. Ali they had said was that 
persons arriving on a_ holiday shoul} 
not be excluded; but these were not 


the persons his hon. friend had in view, 
He wished to ask the Home Secretary 
whether a cotton operative who weit 
to America, and who desired to retura 
to this country, would be excluded. or 
would he be subject to examination 
at the port of entry, with the possibility 
of rejection, 


Mr. HARWOOD | said that cotton 
operatives would be shocked to know 
that if they became naturalised in America 
they would forfeit the precious right of 
calling themselves Englishmen. It might 
be sentimental, but sentiment was the 
strongest force in politics. Everyone 
agreed that the undesirable alien should 
be kept out, but he thought that the 
most feather-brained Member on the 
Treasury Bench would not propose to 
exclude British-born subjects. — He 
warned the right hon. Gentleman that it 
would be a sericus shock to public feeling 
in England if it were known that a man 
because he went away for a_ short 
period was to forfeit the precious heri- 
tage of being a Britisher. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he had 
been present throughout almost the whole 
of the debate, and answered the Question 
now put in precisely the same manner that 
the Attorney-General had done an hour 
earlier, The Bill woald not keep out 
any but undesirable aliens, and they bad 
no desire whatever to keep out the 
honest British working man. He would 
certainly be examined, but he would have 
no difficuity in satisfying the inspecting 
officer that he was a desirable alien 
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within the meaning o! the Bill. If the 
Question was put whether such a 
main would be examined or not, he 


replied certainly, if he sacrificed his 
British nationality. The Amendment, 
if a-cepted, would admit a very large 
number of aliens. 


Major SEELY (Isle of Wight) said 
he wished to put the case of a British- 
born workman returning injured to 
this country, and thereby unable to 
support himself or his dependents, 
and asked the Home Secretary to 
make it plain that no injustice 
would be done in such a case. 
The Home Secretary did not appreciate 
the point. Suppose a man lost a leg in 
the race of life abcoad, he would not be 
able to return under the terms of the Bill, 
aid satisfy the immigration officer that 
he was able to support himself and his 
dependents. He might wish to return to 
his only refuge—the country of his birth 
—and was he to be debarred? The 
concession offered by the Home Secretary 
did not meet the case raised by the hon. 
Member for Clitheroe. Thev knew the 
Bill would go through; but they wanted 
to see justice done; and he appealed 
to the Home Secretary to state plainly 
wh:t he meant. 


CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
3urghs) asked if in the 
case mentioned the 
man would be regarded as an un- 
desirable alien, to be inspected on 
arrival here, and as having placed him- 
selt under a cloud by accepting another 
nationality ? But he thought they went 
to war some time ago to enable the 
British workmen to do the very thing 
now condemned. The grievance against 
the Government of the Transvaal was 
that it put inpediments in the way of 
the honest British workman which the 
Home Secretary now regarded as a reason 
for subjecting him to ignominy. If that 
was the position of the Government let it 
be understood. It would be a sorry 
day when that came to be regarde! as 
the policy of a British Government. 


Str H. 
(Stirling 
supposititious 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he wished 
to protest against having phrases put 
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into his mouth which he had never used. 
He never said a man coming back to this 
country after having accepted foreign 
nationality came back under a cloud, nor 
did he regard the inquiries of an immigra- 
tion officer as ignominy. In order to 
maintain the stringency of the Bill, an 
alien coming to this country, whether he 
originally came from it or not, must come 
in under the system of inquiry. He saw 
no ignominy in that. 


Mr. RENWICK (Neweastle-on-Tyne) 
said that if a man became naturalised 
in the United States and returned to 
this country, he was, even without 
this Bill, regarded as an alien, because 
if he applied to be put on the 
register his application would be re- 
fused. Therefore, if he returned after 
the Bill was passed, he must put up 
with its provisions. The employers of 
labour in this country would view with 
the greatest satisfaction the statement of 
the hon. Member for Clitheroe that 
labour leaders were prepared to welcome 
men from other countries. Hither- 
to employers of labour had been 
hampered because British workmen 
refused to work alongside these im- 
portations. In the present condition of 
prosperity in Lancashire, no cotton 
operative returning would be under any 
difficulty in proving he was able to 
support himself. 


*Mr. NORMAN asked whether a China- 
man, a British subject, coming to this 
country from the Straits Settlements or 
Hong-Kong, would be subject to inquiry. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhondda) said that the Home 
Secretary had not given an Answer 
to the Question which had been put. 
He did not find fault with the absence 
of the right hon. Gentleman; but he 
was not present when he himself made 
his appeal. 


And, it being Midnight, the CuatrMan 
proceeded, in pursuance of the Order of 
the House of the 5th July, to put the 
Question on the Amendment already 
| proposed from the Chair. 
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Question put, ‘That the words ‘not| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 173; 
born in the United Kingdom’ be there | Noes, 214. (Division List No. 271.) 
inserted.” 
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Fenwick, Charles O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) Wason, Eugene (Clackmanran) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. Wason, John Cathcact(Orkney 
Flynn, James Christopher O°Connor, James{(Wicklow, W. | Weir, James Galloway 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


1m ‘ . on White, George (Norfolk 
Freeman, Thomas, Captain F. | 0’ Dowd, John ters ( ) 


Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herb. John | O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) White, Luke (York, E.R.) : 
Griffith, Ellis J. O’Malley, William Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton O'Mara, James Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
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Waittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Ho.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. ) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hi. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhowaaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Sill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.( Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Browa, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
3rymer, William Ernest 

3ull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. H1.J.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn.Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W) 
Faber, George ‘Denison (York. 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwyn Edwd. 
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! Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) | 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf'd | 


N¢ JES, 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJd(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Forster, Henry William 

Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E. (Elging& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords,N.W. 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert ¥, 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hogg, Lindsay 

H ype, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hn. Fredk. Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W (Mile End 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Fuller and Mr. Shackleton 


Long, RtHn. Walter ( Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestott 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’ th 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpocl) 
M‘Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Maleolm, Ian 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu. G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
femnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde’ 

Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
tolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
tovds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, RtHn.J. Parker(Lanarks 
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Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Steck, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord FE. (Chichester) 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieuc.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscowmit 
Vincent,ColL. SirC. E. H(She field 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 





Bill. 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
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Talbot, Rt.Hn.JG(OxfdUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlins:, Edw. M. 


Wentworth, 
Sir Wm. 


The Chairman then proce.ded suc- | 


cessively to put forthwith the Question 
on any Amendments moved by the 
fxovernment of which notice had been 
given, and on every Question necessary 
to dispose of the Business allotted to 


the Sitting. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 16, to leave out the word 
‘such.’ °—(Mr. Sceretury Akers-Douglis.) 


Warde, Colonel! ©. E. 

Welby,. Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
3ruce C. 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 


Vernon Viscount Vailentia. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 20, at end, to insert the 
words ‘or any passenyers holding prepaid 
through tickets to some such destination if the 
master or owner of the ship by which they ar 
brought to the United Kingdom, or by whic: 


| they are to be taken away from-the United 


| circumstances 
| of State, they will not remain in the Unite: 


‘the purposes of 


Kingdom, gives security to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of State that, except for 
under 


transit or othe 


approved by the Secretary 
Kingdom, or, having been rejected in anothe: 
country, re-enter the United Kingdom, and 


Question, “That the Amendment be | 


miade,” put, and agreed to. 


Question. * That the 


that they will be properly maintained avd 
| controlled during their transit.’ ” 
tery Akers- Douglas. ) 


~(Mr. Seer: 


Anieudment be 


; made,” put, and agreed to, 


“In page 6, line 19, to leave out the words | 


‘immediately proceeding,’ 


Question. “That the Amendment be | 


made,’ put, and agreed to. 


Age-Gardner-James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe! 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, Joln Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H. 
Jagot. Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


and 
words ‘ proceeding within a reasonable time.’ 
(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


insert the | 


| Noes 161. 


AYES. 


Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
3alfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 


Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin | 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 


| Bigwood, James 


Question put, “That the clause, as 
amended, stand part oi the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 210: 
(Division List No. 2 





Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundel!, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. HF( Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 


| Brotherton, Edwara Allen 


Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.} 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 
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Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbys‘iive 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor} 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.JA (Woee. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. F&. 
Coghill, Dougias Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Atho‘e 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cross. Alexander (Crlasgow) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir J. ¢ 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 


Duke, Henry Edward 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants., W. 
George Denison (York) 
Rt HnAilwynEdward 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sie R.B(Inv'rn’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Forster, Henry William 

Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
William Johnson 
Ernest 


Faber, 
Fellowes, 


Galloway, 
Gardner, 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J E( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
W. Raymond (Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of ( L’donderry 


Greene, 


Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashford | 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas.(Staffords. N. W. 
Henderson, Siz A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge. Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
A‘nsworth, John Stirling 
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| Houston, Robert Paterson 
| Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herb. Merton 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. 'T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col.W 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.LW (Mile End) 
Lee, Arthur’H.( Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Liewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Coi. A. R. 
Long, Ri.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 


Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 


Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M’Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver, me Lewis(EdinburghW 
| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 
| Marks, Meery Hananel 
| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Mevesy-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throg morton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
; Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 


Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, Hn. Wm. RobertWe llesley 
Percy, Earl 


Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


NOES. 


Allen, Charles P. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Baker, Joseph Allen 


Mill, 


Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 


| Ratcliff, R. F. 


Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

tidley, S. Forde 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir — F. L. 

tound, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement M piyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, HC( North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, RtHnJ Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stewart, Sir M. J. 
Stirling-Maxwell, S 
Stock, James thee 


* Taggart 
r John M, 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Lord E. (Chichester) 
At. Hn.J.G.(Oxt' d Univ 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. 
Tuff, Charles 
Tufnell, Lieut-Coi. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col SirC. EH(Sheftield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt. Col. A C E(faunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Talbot, 
Talbot, 


James 


Edw. M. 


TELLERS FOR THE AY ES—NSir 
Alexander Aciand-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
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Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

3uxton, NE( York, NRWhitby) 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dinean, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Eliice, Capt E C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark,N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, C. ©. H. (Bristol, E. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Clause 9 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 204; Noes, 150. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 


{COMMONS} 


Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyee, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P (Cavan, W) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh. Alex (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland, Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Regivald 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John 
Murphy, John 
Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 





Fletcher 
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Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton bh 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. ‘ 
Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj. J. E. B.(Isle ot Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn C R( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclifit 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth} 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred W( Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
W oodhouse, SirJT (Hudd'rsti’d 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M*‘Arthur. 





; Question put, ‘ That the clause stand 
‘part of the Bill.” 


AYES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 


(Division List No. 273.) 


| Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 





Doi 
Do 
Fat 

Fal 

Fel 
Fin 

Fin 

Fis} 
For 

Fos 
Gall 
Gar 
Gar 
Gib! 
God 
Gor 
Gor 
Gou 
Gral 
Gray 
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Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. AJ(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B( Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. HF( Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir JosephC 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay,SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(WarwickS. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 


Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets | 
| Morrell, George Herbert 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


{11 Juty 1905} 


Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond(Cambs) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshal! 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashtord) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley) 
Heath, SirJames (StatfordsNW 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Rebert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Rt.Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh.) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.- General 


: . | Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | aw; Anmvow Bonar (Giasgow) 


Lawson, Hn.H.1L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 


| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 


| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. RB. 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S-) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm'th) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 

M Iver, Sir Lewis( EdinburghW 


| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 


Maleolm, Ian 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry ) 
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Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Phimmer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce, Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Siz John F. L. 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W.W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC( North’ mb, Tyneside) 
Smith, R.HnJParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘'Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf’d Univ) 
Taylor, Austen (EastToxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.Sir CEH(Sheffield) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E.( Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton undLyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AyeEs--Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 





Aliens 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 

3urke, KE. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N.E( York, NRWhitby 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice,Capt. E.C(S Andrw’s Bghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N £.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Clause 10:— 


Questica put, “That the clause stand 


part of the Bill.” 
The 


Division. 


Committee 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 








{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.( Bristol, E.) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E (Morley) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P (Cavan, W 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

MacNeill, John Gordon Switt 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Philipps, John Wynford 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Price, Robert John 
, Priestley, Arthur 


proceeded to 


Sir 
Valentia 











A. Acland - Hood 
were appointed 
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bo 


Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
teddy, M 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Sainuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isle of Wicht) 
Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Mack, John Bamford 

Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis 5. 
Sullivan, Dona! 

Taylor, Theodore '. ( Radcliff.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke, (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitiaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merionet]) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred W.( Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T( Hudd’rsf'd) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Keir Hardie and M: 
William Abraham (Rhondda). 


and Viscount 
Tellers for 


the Ayes, but no Members being will- 


a ing to act as Tellers for the Noes the 
Poe 
Chairman declared the Aves had it. 
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Question put, “That the Chairman 
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Bill, 374 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 189; 


do report the Bill, as amended, to the | Noes, 132. (Division List No. 274.) 


House.” 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aithusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn, Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Mane’r 
baltour, Capt. C. b. (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt. Huo. W.(Leeds) 
balfoun, Kenneth R.(Christeh, 
Banbury, Sirkrederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beatinck, Lord Henry ©. 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

singham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F. (Midd lx 
Brodrick, Rt, Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John CGvorge 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn JA(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. I. H. Athol 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,SirHoratio D,(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph GC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, Edmund b, (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt Hn AilwynEdward 
Kinch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sirk. B. (Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
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AYES, 


Fisher, William Hayes 
| Forster, Henry William 
| Koster, Philip S. (Warwick, SW 
| Galloway, William Johnson 
| Gardner, Ernest 
| Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
| Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
| Gordon, Hn.J.E( Elgin & Nairn 
| Gordon,Maj. Evans (‘T’rH m’ts 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
| Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
| Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
| Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Marq of ((L’nd’nd'ry 
| Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, Sir J. (Statfords, N.W. 
Henderson, Sir A (Stafford, W 
| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert 'T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hoult, Joseph 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hn. G. 'T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glisgow) 
| Lawson, Ha. H. L.W.( Milena 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. Rk. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, 8. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. FB. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
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M‘Artbur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M Iver,Sir Lewis( Edin bnrgh, W, 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M 
Middlemore,John Throgmortoa 
Milimay, Frincis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

tankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

vobertson, Herbert (Hackney 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Sackville, Col. 8.G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC.(North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt HnJ Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 


| Stewart, Sir Mark J.M°Taggart 


Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon.Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt Hn J G (Oxf'd Univ 
‘Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
lollemache, Henry James 
fomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
lull, Charles 
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Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward | 
Tuke, Sir John Batty | 
Turnour, Viscount | 
Vincent,Col.Sir C E H(Shettield | 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. | 


Adpurnment 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 


of the House. 376 


{COMMONS} 


Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts.) | Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 

Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne | 

Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord | 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E. R | 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—NSir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Welby, Lt.-Col. A C K(Taunton 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. , Higham, John Sharp 
Abraham, William (Rhondda | Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Allen, Charles P. Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Baker, Joseph Allen Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire 
Barlow, John Emmott Joyce, Michael 

Black, Alexander William Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Boland, John Kitson, Sir James 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Brigg, John Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Bright, Allan Heywood Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Burke, E. Haviland Levy, Maurice 

Burt, Thomas Lewis, John Herbert 
Buxton,N.E.(York,NRWhitby | Lundon, W. 

Caldwell, James Lyell, Charles Henry 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

Causton, Richard Knight M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Cawley, Frederick M‘Crae, George 

Channing, Francis Allston] M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Cheetham, John Frederick Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Condon, Thomas Joseph Markham, Arthur Basil 
Cremer, William Randal Mooney, John J. 

Cullipan, J. Morgan, uv. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | Moss, Samuel 

Delany, William Moulton, John Fletcher 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Murphy, John 

Dobbie, Joseph Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N 
Doogan, P. C. Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) O’Brien, K. (‘Tipperary Mid.) 
Edwards, Frank O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Elibank, Master of O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Ellice,Capt.EC(SAndrw’sB’ghs_ | O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney O’ Dowd, John 

Fenwick, Charles O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.} 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E. | O'Malley, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph O’ Mara, James 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn | Partington, Oswald 

Griffith, Ellis J. Pearson, Sir Weetman D 
Hammond, John Philipps, John Wynford 
Harwood, George Pirie, Duncan V. 

Hayden, John Patrick Power, Patrick Joseph 
Helme, Norval Watson Priestley, Arthur 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | Rea, Russell 


| 
| 





Bill reported, as amended, to be 


, Reckitt, Harold James 
| Reddy, M. 


Redmond, John EF. (Waterford 
Rickett, J. Compton 

foberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
foe, Sir Thomas 

Zose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick b.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamtord 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Spencer, Rt. Hn CR (Northant; 
Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C, (Radclitte) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E) 
Thomas, Sir A (Glamorgan, E 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W.(York, W. R.) 
‘Toulmin, George 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan)} 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merionceth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, Sird'T(Huddesf'd. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Samuel Evans and Mr. Keir 
Hardie. 


SPEAKER adjourned the House, without 


considered upon Monday next, and to Question put. pursuant to the Standing 


be printed. [Bill 271.] Order. 


And, it being One of the clock, Mr. 


Adjourned at One o'clock. 
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Petitions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS 
Wednesday, 12th July, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


~1 


London County Council 


Bill (King’s Consent signified). Bill read | 
; the third time, and passed. 
§ Corbett Estate Bill [Lords]. Read a 


second time, and committed. 


Central London Railway Bill (by Order). 
Second Reading deferred till Wednesday 
< next. 


n by the 


* Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Bromp- 
: ton Railway (No. 2) Bill (by Order). 
: Second Reading deferred till Wednesday 


3 next. 


* Local Government Provisional Orders 

% (No, 12) Bill. As amended, considered ; 

: tobe read the third time To-morrow. 

: (No, 14) Bill. Reported, with 

‘ments [Provisional Orders confirmed], | 
: Reps ort to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To- 
: morrow. 


OF 
ELEC 


ADMINISTRATIVE COUNTY 
DON AND DISTRICT 
POWER COMPANY BILL. 

Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) 

‘ proposed the Motion which stood in his 

‘name on the Paper. 


L 
T 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Order [6th July] for Com- 
mittal of the Bill be read and dis- 
charged, and that the Bill be committed 
toa Select Committee of Nine Members, 
Five to be nominated by the House 
and Four by the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That all Petitions against the 
Bill presented not less than four 
clear days before the meeting of the 
Committee be referred to the Committee ; 
that the Petitioners praying to be 
heard by themselves, their Counsel, or 
Agents, be heard against the Bill, and 
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| 
| 
| 
| 


(Tramways) | whether 





Local Government Provisional Orders | 
Amend- | 
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Counsel heard in support of the Bill 
| That the Committee have power to send 
for persons, papers, and records. That 
Five be the quorum.”—(Mr. Remnant.) 


Objection being taken, the Order was 
deferred to to-morrow evening. 


Hy 


Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, #.) asked 
a Committee which had been 
/ nominated to deal with this Bill, and 
was to sit to-morrow, could sit when a 
Motion of this kind was on the Agenda. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Certainly it can sit 
and go on with its business. It does not 
follow that because a Motion of this 
kind is on the Paper it will be carried. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) : To-morrow 
evening is allocated to Army Esti- 
mates. Will this Motion b> proceeded 
with then 2 


Mr. SPEAKER: That rests with the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. [t is a 
matter entirely within his discretion. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): But if 
| the Committee goes on it will nullify this 
| Motion altogether. 


The Committee must 
on. It has been put down for 
to-morrow, counsel have been briefed 
| and witnesses summoned. There is no 
| reason why it should not go on. In fact 
it must. 


Mr. SPEAKER: 


| go 


Mr. REMNANT: What will be the 
result if the Motion is carried 2 


Mr. SPEAKER: The work of the 
Committee will be undone. 
PETITIONS. 
CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of the Synod of the Free 


Presbyterian Church of Scotland, against 
Clause 5; to lie upon the Table. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 
Copy presented, of Supplement to the 
Thirty-third Annual Report of the Local 
Government Board, 1903-4, containing 
the Report of the Medical Officer for 
1903-4 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PUBLIC INCOME AND EXPENDITURE. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 26th June; Sir Henry Fowler] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 239.] 


CIVIL SERVICES (ADDITIONAL 
ESTIMATE, 1905-6). 

Estimate presented, of the Amount 
required in the year ending 5lst March, 
1906, for certain Expenditure, including 
sundry Grants in Aid, in connection with 
the Relief of Distress in Ireland [by 
Command]; referred to the Committee 
of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 258.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3434 and 3455 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENGES ACTS, 
1879 AND 1884. 

Address for ‘Return showing the 
working of the Regulations made in 1886 
for carrying out the Prosecution of 
Offences Acts. 1879 and 1884, with 
Statistics setting forth the number, 
nature, result, and cost of the Proceedings 
instituted by the Director, in accordance 
with those Regulations, from the Ist 
day of January. 1904, to the 31st day of 
December, 1904 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 267, of Session 
1904).”—(Mr. Cochrane.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Progress of Harbour Works at Avoch, 
Ross-shire. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord-Advocate if he will state 
what progress has been made with the 
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new harbour works at Avoch, Ross-shire ; 
and when the works are to be completed. 


(Answered by Mr, Scott Dickson.) The 
contractor is bound to finish the works in 
nine months from 27th March, and hopes 
to do so. 


Utility of Submarines. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Civil Lord of the Admiralty if he will 
lay upon the Table of the House a Report 
confirming the statement that the utility 
of submarines has been amply demon- 
strated during the extensive work carried 
out by them during the last three years, 
describing the nature of that work; and 
whether it was such as could only be 
accomplished by submarines. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
results of the work carried out by sub- 
marine boats are essentially confidential. 
Since submarines are the only torpedo 
craft that can approach an enemy in day- 
light it is evident that no other craft can 
accomplish the same duties. 


Dock Labourers’ Strike at Liverpool. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) ; To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether, in 
view of the provisions of the law as to 
smoking in or about any dock or shed 
where cargo is loaded or discharged, and 
of the fact that smoking takes place 
nightly among the imported labourers of 
Messrs. Harrison at Liverpool, and that 
these men are sleeping on improvised 
beds of straw and other inflammable 
covering, he will take such steps to put 
a stop to this practice so as to prevent 
any possibility of a conflagration. 


(Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) No, 
Sir; neither the Local Government 
Board nor the Board of Trade are _pre- 
pared to act as suggested, seeing that the 
duty of enforcing compliance with legal 
provisions on the subject of smoking in or 
about the estate of the Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board does not devolve upon 
them. 


Dock Labourers’ Strike at Liverpool— 
Insanitary Condition of Non-Union 
Labourers’ Quarters. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
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whether he is aware of the condition of 
the place where the imported non-union 
labourers are housed by Messrs. Harrison, 
of Liverpool; whether he is aware that it 
has been found necessary to shift them 
to other quarters in consequence of the 
danger to public health, and will he say 
whether a licence has been obtained by 
the shipping company as is required by 
lodging-house keepers; whether he is 
aware that several batches of the labourers 
have been sent away owing to sickness 
having broken out among them ; whether, 
in view of the complaints made by the 
men as to the verminous state of their 
beds and the absence of proper means for 
washing themselves, he will take such 
steps In these matters, by-surprise visits 
or otherwise, as will insure public safety 
to health of those coming in contact with 
these labourers. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
have received a memorandum on this 
subject prepared by the medical officer 
of health for the city of Liverpool. The 
memorandum does not bear out the 
statements referred to in the Quest.on, 
hut I will communicate further with the 
town council with respect to the matter. 


Merthyr Tydvil and the Redistribution 
Proposals. 

Me. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether under Rule 
2 of his Memorandum on the Redistribu- 
tion of Seats it is proposed that the new 
municipal borough of Merthyr Tydvil 
shall become a separate constituency en- 
titled to one Member ; whether the part 
of the parish of Vaynor, included in the 
existing Parliamentary boroughs of 
Merthyr Tydvil, will in future form part 
of the Parliamentary Division of Brecon- 
shire; whether the remainder of the ex- 
isting Merthyr constituencies, consisting 
of the parish of Aberdare and part of the 
parish of Llanwonno will form a separate 
constituency ; what was the population 
of this part of the Merthyr borough in 
1901; and whether the Boundary Com- 
mission will be authorised to recommend 
that the boundaries of such new constitu- 
ency should be extended so as to include 
a part of a Division of the county of 
Glamorgan, if they deem such extension 
desitable, 
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(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) It is 
not intended that the new municipal 
borough of Merthyr Tydvil should be- 
come a separate Parliamentary borough. 
If it did, the present Parliamentary 
borough should be considerably curtailed, 
and this would be inconsistent with the 
concluding part of Rule 7, The Answer, 
therefore, to the second and third parts of 
the Question is in the negative. ‘The 
population of the parish of Aberdare and 
of the part of the parish of Llanwonno 
which is included in the Parliamentary 
borough amounted to 63.574in 1901. In 
the c:rcumstances above stated the point 
referred to in the last part of the Ques- 
tion does not appear to arise. 


Newport (Mon.) and the Redistribution 
Proposals. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: To ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether, under his Memorandum 
on the Redistribution of Seats, it Is pro- 
posed that the county borough of New- 
port shall become a separate constituency 
apart from the towns of Monmouth and 
Usk ; and whether Monmouth and Usk 
will be thrown into one of the Divisions 
of the county of Monmouth 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) It is 
not proposed that the county borough of 
Newport should become a separate con- 
stituency. It is intended that the Mon- 
mouth District boroughs, which at pre- 
sent contain part of the county borough, 
should be extended so as to include the 
whole of it. 


Accidents Caused by Covered Vans. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he will state how the 
accidents with covered vans for the year 
ending 30th April last compare with 
the figures for the year prior to the 
introduction of the London County 
Council new by-law; and will he state 
the number of prosecutions during the 
year for non-compliance with this by- 
law. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The figures asked for in the 
first part of the Question are not 
available, and would require to be 
specially collected. I will obtain and 
forward them to the hon. Member if he 
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attaches importance to them, but 
perhaps he will not think it necessary 
to press for them, in view of the figures 
given in my Answer to his Question of 
the Ist March ¢ last on the same subject. 
No proceedings have been taken up to 
the present by the Metropolitan Police 
for contraventions of the by-law. 


Sale of Furniture, etc., at Walmer Castle. 

CotoneL STOPFORD SACKVILLE 
(Northamptonshire, N.): To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
will explain the circumstances under 
which a sale has been effected cf furniture 
and other articles hitherto contained in 
Walmer Castle; have the public any 
interest in the proceeds of such sale; 
have any objects of historical or 
antiquarian interest been secured for 
the nation; and is the castle to be kept 
up in future as a national museum. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
furniture which has been sold was the 
private property of the Lord Curzon of 
Kedleston, it having been purchased by 
him from the preceding Lord Warden. 
The Answer to the second paragraph is 
in the negative. All objects of historical 
and antiquarian interest have b en 
secured for the nation. The Answer to 
the concluding paragraph is in the 
affirmative. 


Salaries of Junior and Assistant Clerks 
in the Government Service. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he is aware that, when 
in 1897 the increments of junior clerks in 
the Office of Woods were raised, the 
salaries of officers actually serving were 
increased to the amount to which they 
would have been in receipt if the new 
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scale had been in force at the date of 
their appointment ; and will he say what 
were the special circumstances which 
prevented assistant clerks (new class) 
being treated similarly when the 
increments of that class were raised in 
1902 and 1905, 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
I am aware that retrospective effect was 
given to the increase of salaries in the 
case of the junior clerks of the Office of 
Woods. Special circumstances existed 
in that case which did not exist in the 
case of the abstractors. 


Mail Service at Dungloe and 
Burtonport. 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): ‘To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
can arrange for an outgoing mail service 
from Dungloe and Burtonport, county 
Donegal, by the train leaving Burtonport 
at 9 a.m.; and also for an incoming 
service by the train arriving at Burtonport 
at 4.30 p.m. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 will 
make inquiry on the subject, and will 
communicate the result to tne hon. 
Member. 


Army Recruiting. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War what were the numbers of recruits 
enlisted in each of the three months of 
April, May, and June for the years 
1897-8, 1902-5, 1605-4, 1904-5 respec- 
tively ; and what were the normal Army 
establishments of each of these years. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The numbers were as follows, 
excluding colonial corps :— 








Financial Year. 1897-8. 1902-3. | 1903-4. 1904-5. 
aes ‘i a 
April 1,999 | 5,261 | 2,404 | 2,950 
Mee ew we ort aa 3,630 2.935 2,107 
June - - 2,319 2,696 2,348 2,574 
Normal establishment rank and | | 
194,293 238,030 | 238,738 233,511 


file, exclusive of colonial corps. | 
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Rules for Management of Regimental 
Theatres. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he will state the 
number of theatres open to the public 
within the walls of barracks in the 
United Kingdom; whether such theatres 
are controlled by the commanding 
officers; and, if so, under what regula- 
tions, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) There are several so-called 
“theatres” within barracks in the 
United Kingdom. In most cases the 
“theatre” is a stage erected in the 
recreation room. It is the custom in the 
larger establishments to hire professionals 
for the amusement of the men. ‘The 
men may introduce their friends into a 
recreation room. On certain occasions 
and special performances it is believed 
the publ’c are admitted. The ‘theatres’ 
are controlled by commanding officers 
under the “Rules for Management of 
Garrison and Regimental Institutes.” 


Education Estimates. 

Dr. MACNAMARA = (Camberwell, 
N.): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will put down the 
Education Estimates for a day before 
the Education Code for 1905-6 becomes 
operative on Ist August. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 1 
quite hope it may be found possible to 


take these Estimates before Supply 
closes. I can, however, give no pledge 


as to a date for before Ist August, but T 
will bear the hon. Gentleman’s request in 
mind, 


Naval Works Bill—Date of Introduction 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury when 
the Naval Works Bill will be introduced. 


(Answered by Mr. A, J. Balfour.) 
The Bill is ready, but I cannot yet fix a 
day for its introduction. I will give the 
best notice I can. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Submarine Hatches. 
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whether the disaster to the French sub- 
marine “ Farfadet ’ having shown, like 
the casualties to the British submarines 
1, 5, and 8, that the sinking of such 
vessels is followed by the drowning of 
every. man under the hatches, the Ad- 
miralty will consider the necessity of 
fitting all our submarines, built and to be 
built, with hatches so made that in cases 
ofemergency they can be quickly opened 
and so provide the crews with a way of 
escape. 


Tse SECRETARY to rHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Prerymayn, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): The opening of hatches 
under water would not provide a way of 
escape, but would admit the water and 
drown the crew. Both in the case of 
A 8 and the “Farfadet”” the cause of 
the accident was that hatches were open 
which should have been closed. 


Lord Roberts’ Pay. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the full pay of Commander- 
in-Chief is still paid to Lord Roberts, 
although the office was abolished more 
than a year ago; and, if so, under what 
Vote is the salary taken or under what 
authority, and from what souice is it 
paid. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ArNoLD-ForstEr, Belfast, 
W.): Lord Roberts is still in receipt of a 
special non-effective allowance of £5,000 
a year, Which is paid under Vote 14 B., 
F*eld- Marshals. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Under what 
authority has the Secretary of State 
allowed the large sum of £5,000 to be 
paid as half-pay to a retired Field- 
Marshal ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Under the 


authority of Parliament. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Is not the half- 
pay of a Field-Marshal regulated by the 
Army Pay Warrant ? 

ARNOLD - FORSTER: 


Mr. Yes ; 


Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to | but this was a special allowance voted by 
ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty | Parliament. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN: It has not yet been 
voted. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): 
When ? 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Is it not the fact 
that Vote 14 has not yet been submitted 
to the House, and that no statement has 
been made upon it ? 


Mr. ARNOLD -FORSTER: None of 
these have vet been voted, but they 
stand in exactly the same position as the 
other Votes in the Estimates. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will this Vote be on 
the same footing as all other Votes in the 
Estimate? There never was before, and, 
T suppose, never afterwards will be, such 
a Vote. Thisis a Vote, as I understand 
it, for continuing the pay of an_ officer 
after he has been removed from his place. 
No work is done. and yet the pav is con- 
tinued. I have no desire to criticise the 
services of a distinguished officer, but 
this is surely a most irregular proceeding. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: Lord 
Roberts is giving his services on the 
Defence Committee. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Then why should not his pay be put on 
the Vote for the Defence Committee / 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I was only 
answering the right hon. Gentleman’s 
statement that Lord Roberts was doing 
nothing. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
But these are not the services of a Com- 
mander-in-Chief. He is continued in the 
pay of a Commander-in-Chief, but, 
whatever he may be doing, he is not 
doing the duties of a Commander-in- 
Chief. Why should he not be paid under 
the designation of the office that he holds 4 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
Are the other members of the Defence 
Committee receiving £5,000 per annum ! 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir. 
It will be competent for the House of 
Commons to reject this or any other Vote. 
This Vote was put forward by the 
Government because they thought it was 
suitable treatment to meet the case. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I think it right to ask the right hoa, 
Gentleman whether the explanation of 
the situation is that because Lord 
Roberts was treated almost with in- 
dignity by the right hon. Gentleman in 
being summarily dismissed from his 
appointment, this is a douceur, and tlie 
British taxpayer has to pay £5,000 a year 


, until the end of his term of appoint ment— 


T think there are two years to run yet— 
in order to atone ior the discourtesy of 
the right hon. Gentleman ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I protest 
against the unjust and unfounded 
remarks of the right hon. Gentleman, for 
which there is absolutely no particle of 
foundation. Every step was taken with 
Lord Roberts’ agreement and consent, 
and Lord Roberts was never made, and 
never could ke made, the object of any 
discourtesy on my part. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: In view of the 
fact that not until this moment was the 
House made aware that under Vote [4 
Lord Roberts is receiving this sum, may 
IT ask the Prime Minister whether he will 
secure to the House an opportunity of 
discussing Vote 14 of the Army Esti- 
mates ¢ 


Mr. DALZIEL: Are we to take the 
statement of the Secretary of State for 
War that the House will have an oppor- 
tunity of considering this matter as a 
pledge that the House will have an 
opportunity of discussing it, and that it 
will not be guillotined 4 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
Member must not misrepresent me. It 
is not in my power to say what oppor- 
tunities the House will be given. 


Mr. DALZIEL: You have just said it. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I said the 
House will have an opportunity of 
, Tejecting this Vote. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN: May TI ask the 
Prime Minister to say whether the 
House will be given an opportunity of 
discussing Vote 14 ? 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, '.): The hon. 
Member and the whole House have had 
the Kstimates before them since they 
were laid some mouths ago. 


3ut there is no 


Mr. BUCHANAN: 
indication of this Vote. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In those 
months they have discussed at quite 
unexampled length various questions 
connected with the Army Estimates. 
They have been forewarned that it is 
really impossible to give more than 
aiother day to the discussion of the 
Army Estimates. They have insisted 
that it should be occupied in the first 
place by the Volunteer Vote and in the 
second place by the Secretary of State’s 
Vote. If Iam informed on the authority 
of the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
that there is a desire that the order for 
to-morrow shall be altered, of course 
altered it will be. But I am not in a 


position to offer two days more for the ° 


Army Kstimates in addition to these 
already given. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman taken into account the fact 
that the Estimates are absolutely mis- 
leading in regard to this matter ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The state- 
ment in the Vote is perfectly clear :— 
“ Field-Marshals, one at £1,300, one at 
£2,000, and one at £5,000 a year.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman out 
of what money this pay is being paid ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I suppose 
it is paid from the source from which 
the salaries of all the officials of the War 
Department are paid. 


Mr. BUCHANAN asked leave to move 
the adjournment of the House in order to 
call attention to a definite matter of 
urgent public importance—namely, the 
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continued payment of £5,000 a year to 
the late Commander-in-Chief after his 
office had been abolished. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
can hardly bring this matter within the 
rules of urgency. This payment to Lord 
Roberts has been down on the Estimates 
certainly since March or April, and it 
cannot, therefore, be said to be urgent. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said it was impossible 
for any one to know that Lord Roberts’ 
salary was borne on Vote 14 until it was 
so stated by the Secretary for War that 
afternoon. The House was certainly not 
aware of the fact before this, and now they 
were told by the Prime Minister that they 
would have no opportunity of discussing 
It. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The matter was 
brought to the notice of the House last 
year: [have a distinct recollection of the 
statement being made in reply to a 
Question. 


Medical Examination of Volunteers. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War what financial provision he proposes 
to make to enable officers commanding 
Volunteer battalions to defray the ex- 
pense of medically re-examining the men 
under their command. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is no 
reason to suppose that the service wili 
appreciably add to the necessary ex- 
penditure of Volunteer corps, and it is 
not, therefore, proposed to grant any 
special allowance. But the matter is 
receiving consideration. 


Mr. FULLER: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that Volunteer medical 
officers have private practice which would 
be considerably interfered with by their 
having to examine hundreds of men? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I under- 
stand that in many cases arrangements 
are being made by commanding officers 
to have the men eXamined in camp. 


Ammunition Grants for Volunteers. 
Mr. FULLER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what is 
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the allowance of ball ammunition per 
man per annum in the Volunteer force 
for practice and competitions, apart from 
the allowanee made for the annual course 
of musketry. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The State 
makes an annual grant to every infantry 
Volunteer of ninety rounds. The 
musketry regulations permit of ten 
rounds of this ammunition being ex- 
pended in practice and competition. 
Further, it is a custom of Volunteer 
corps to utilise for matches the am- 
munition in hand on completion of the 
regulation and repetition practices. 


Military Prison Regulations. 
Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
[ veg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether any changes in the rules 
relating to military prisons have recently 
been made with the view to improve 
the condition of military prisoners ; 
and, if so, what are those changes. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No change 
has been recommended by the Inspector 
of Military Prisons and none has been 
made. There are, however, certain points 
with regard to prison discipline which 
are under consideration, with a view to 
possible amendment. 


Mr. BRIGHT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman at the same time take into 
consideration the question of corporal 
punishment ¢ 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is 
one of the questions under consideration. 


Canadian Cattle—Embargo on 
Importation. 

Sir JOHN LENG: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has observed that the Cana- 
dian Minister of Agriculture, speaking on 
Friday in the House of Commons at 
Ottawa, declared that the embargo on 
the importation of Canadian cattle into 
the United Kingdom is detrimental to 
Canadian trade, and a financial injury to 
the people of the Dominion; tnat he did 
not hesitate to declare the embargo an 
unfriendly act to Canada, and that it 
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shows a lack of consideration for those 
bonds of Imperial unity which should be 
asdear to the mother country as to 
Canada; and whether, as the Canadian 
Minister added that nothing would appeal 
more to the Canadian people than if the 
motherland were to remove the present 
stigma from Canadian cattle, he will 
bring these statements under the con- 
sideration of the Government with a view 
to meeting the representations of the 
Dominion Parliament. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have seen a 
telegraphic report of the speech reforred 
to by the hon. Member; but I regret 
that I can add nothing to th» reply which 
I gaye to his Question on this subject on 
June 7thf. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) ; 
May I ask whether this embargo was 
imposed not merely in order to keep out 
diseased cattle, but also as an ac:eptable 
form of protection for the British cattle- 
breeder ? 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock): 
Is it not a fact that before the embaryo 
was imposed we constantly had foot-and- 
mouth disease and  pleuro-pneumonia 
attacking our cattle ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON : That Question 
should be addressed to the President of 
the Board of Agriculture. 


Cost of Repressing Riots in the Rand 
Mines. 

Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether, as a result 
of negotiations between the Chamber of 
Mines at Johannesburg and the Govern- 
ment, two troops of constabulary are to 
be stationed in the East and West Rand 
to assist the authorities in coping with 
disturbances among the Chinese; and 
whether the whole or any part of the cos: 
involved in this arrangement will be borne 
by the mineowners. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : [have not received 
information to this effect. 
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The Transvaal War Contribution. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if the Estimates for the year 
ending June 30th, 1906, presented to the 
Transvaal Legislative Council by Sir 
Arthur Lawley on July 8th last contain 
any provision for the £30,000.000 war 
contribution, or any part thereof; and if 
any steps have been taken to prevent the 
allocation of the revenue from the 
Premier Diamond Mine to other purposes 
until the promised contribution has been 


made. May I point out that the sum 
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The Royal Commission on the Motor- 
Car Act. 

Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford: [ beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board when he will 
appoint the Committee of Inquiry on the 
Motor Act. 





| THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
|GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 
| Baurour, Leeds, Central): The inquiry 
will be conducted by a Royal Com- 
| mission, and steps are now being taken 
| with a view to its appointment. 


referred to in the Question—£400,000— | 


would exactly provide a sinking fund for | 


the first loan of ten millions 2 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The Estimates 


have not yet reached me, but they will | 


not contain any such provision. The war 
contribution loan has not so far been 
charged by law upon the revenues of the 
colony, as that is a matter which, as has 
already been fully explained to the House, 
has been left for the decision of the new 
Elective Assembly. The Answer to the 


latter part of the hon. Member’s Question | 


is in the negative. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Tuen are we to 
understand that the revenue from the 
Premier Diamond Mine is to be allocated 
to new purposes, and not for the service 
of the loan / 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The Government 
portion of the Premier Mine’s profit is 
allocated by statute. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Allocated to what ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I must refer the 
hon. Member to the statute. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Do not the 
Government propose to take any steps to 
procure the £30,000,000, on the faith of 
Which the £45,000,000 Joan was guaran- 
teed ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON : The circumstances 
have been fully debated on many occa- 
sions, and the Government have stated 
their views. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: They do 
not, | gather, propose to take any steps. 


Str CARNE RASCH: Is the right 
'hon. Gentleman aware that they are 
| using broken bottles and such like argu- 
ments in Kast Anglia? The matter 
should not be unduly delayed. 


Watches not Gold or Silver Plate. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.) : 
|I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
| called to the recent case of the Wardens 
'and Commonalty of the Mystery of 
'Goldsmiths of the City of London ». 
| William Wyatt, in which it has been 
‘held that a watch is not gold or silver 
| plate within the meaning of Section 59 
'of The Customs Act, 1842; aid whether 
/he will introduce legislation to deal with 

this state of the law. 


| Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY vo rae BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 
friars): My attention has been called 
ito the case, and I understand 
|that the Goldsmiths’ Company have 
| under their consideration the question 
| of an appeal from the decision referred 
to. 


Scottish Board of Manufactures. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask 
the Lord-Advocate when he proposes 
to introduce the promised Bill to 
carry out the recommendations of 
the Committee on the Board of Manu- 
factures. 


Tre LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): I hope 
to be able to introduce this Bill next 
week, 
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Kindergarten Instruction in Irish 
Schools. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Commis- 
sioners of National Education have made 
any regulations under which teachers in 
schools and King’s scholars in training 
colleges should be trained in the teaching 
of kindergarten; and, if so, what are 
these regulations. 


Mr. BOLAND: I beg also to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether he can 
state at what date did the Com- 


missioners of National Education in 
Ireland first employ an organiser of 
kindergarten for the schools; in how 
many schools has this organiser and her 
assistants been engaged up to the 
present time; and in how many years do 
the Commissioners expect that the 
teaching of this important subject will 
be properly organised in all their schools. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, 
S.): No special regulations have been 
made, but the Commissioners have made 
provision for kindergarten instruction 
in suitable schools ; and the organisation 
of such schools, as well as the instruction 
of teachers in the subject, is being 
effected by a staff of organising teachers. 
Instruction in kindergarten has also 
been given to teachers in the training 
colleges since 1883. The organiser of 
kindergarten was appointed in June, 
1903, since when seventy-five schools 
have been fully organised by her and 
her assistants. The Commissioners have 
formed no estimate of the length of time 
necessary to organise all infant schools. 
The subject, however, is now taught in 
2,138 schools. 


Mixed Schools in Ireland. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention has 
been called to Rule 136 (2), (a), (b), (c) 
of the Commissioners of National 


Education, Ireland, and will he explain 
on what grounds the regulations made 
in them are considered necesary; and 
will he say whether, when a manager 
objects to have grown girls taught with | 
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grown boys by a master only with no 
adult female in the room, the Commis- 
sioners will persist in forcing this 
arrangement on him, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: | have read 
the rule referred to, the reasons for 
which are sufficiently shown by the 
wording of the rule itself. In reply to 
the latter inquiry, the Commissioners 
consider it very important that in mixed 
schools under a master there should bea 
female teacher also, Rule 86 provides 
for this. 


Banogue National School, Limerick. 

Mr. LUNDON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether in the national school 
in Banogue, county Limerick, the separa- 
tion of the pupils into . practically two 
schools, of which the junior tor boys and 
girls on one floor is conducted by the 
mistress, the senior for boys and girls is 
conducted by the master on another 
floor, has been made by the direction or 
at the suggestion of the inspector; and, 
if so, whether the manager of the school 
was consulted on the arrangement; if 
not, by what authority the arrangement 
is carried out. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: [have nothing 
to add to the full replies which have 
already been given to the hon. Member’s 
similar Questions of May 25th f and 
June 5th.t 


Croker Estate, County Limerick. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland is he aware that arrangements as 
to sale and purchase have been made on 
the Croker Estate, in the parish of 
Herbertstown and adjoining parishes, in 
the county of Limerick, as between the 
landlord, Mr. Courtney Croker, and the 
tenants, and can he say how far these 
arrangements have been carried; can he 
say whether the Estates Commissioners 
have before them an application from Mr. 
Michael Power for reinstatement to his 
| farm in Moohane, trom which his father, 
'the late Richard Power, was evicted over 
fifteen years ago; is he aware that the 





+ See (4) Debates, exlvi., 1399. 
t See (4) Debates, exlvii., 715 
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man who took up that farm is prepared | 
toleave it in favour of Power if he gets 
fair compensation; and, if so, will he 
recommend Power’s case as one for | 
immediate settlement. 
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untenanted land in Kildare, Wicklow, 
or Meath; (2) whether they have received 
an application for reinstatement, or an 
equivalent farm, from Miss Colgan, who 
was evicted from her holding near 


| Kildare; (3) and whether, in the event 


Mr, WALTER LONG: No proceedings 
ot the sale of this estate have yet been 
instituted before the Commissioners. The 
application which has been lodged by 
Yichae] Power will be considered if the 
estate should come before the Com- 


missioners, 


Male Students at the Marlborough 
Strest Training College. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the total number of male students applied 
and appointed respectively in Mar] borough 
Street Training College in each of the 
vssions 1902-3, 1905-4, 1904-5, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In 1902-3, 
113 applied and 84 were admitted; in 
1903-4, 81 applied and 50 were admitted ; 
aid in 1904-5, 110 applied and 60 were 
ulmitted., 


English Teachers in Irish Schools. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: TI beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
oflreland whether he can state the names 
{the English teachers who are stated by 
the Board of National Education to have 
ought emplovment under that Board; 
aid how many of them were Irshmen 
tho for family or personal reasons Wished 
toreturn to their own country. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
iioners cannot say how many teachers 
tom England have sought employment 
in Irish national schools, but there are 
it least nine teachers certificated in 
England who are now employed in Irish 
«hools, and there are at least thirty-five 
holding Irish certificates who have been 
‘nploved in England, but are now em- 
jloyed in Irish schools. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of 
Miss Colgan. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
lieutenant of Ireland, (1) whether the 
Estates Commissioners have aquired | 


of the Estates Commissioners purchasing 
untenanted land in the said counties, 
they will take into favourable considera- 
tion Miss Colgan’s application. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Answer 
to the first query is in the negative, 
and to the second and third in the 
affirmative. 


Carriage-Horse Breeding in Ireland. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): [beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the horse-breeding schemes 
of the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction do not include any 
provision for the encouragement of the 
breeding of carriaye horses; and whether, 
in view of the fact that it is mainly 
this class of horse that is bred in 
Armagh and the adjoining counties, he 
will adopt m>asures to encourage the 
breeding of carriage horses by grants 
equivalent to those allotted to the 
breeders of hunters. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I assume that 
my hon. friend’s Question refers to the 
breed known as hackneys. It has 
been decided by the Department, on 
the advice of their Special Advisory 
Committee on Horse-Breeding, that it 
would be injurious to the horse-breeding 
industry in Ireland to subsidise this 
breed from public funds. 


Tobacco-Growing in Ireland. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state the total amount 
expended on tebacco - growing experi- 
ments in Ireland by the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction, 
including the cost of those carried out at 
Glasnevin model farm; and whether it 
is the intention of the Department to 
spend any and, if so, what sum on the 
erection of tobacco barns with heating 
plant this year, and in what parts of 
Ireland will these experiments be pursued. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The _ net 
amount so expended, during the five years 
ended March 31st last, was £2,994. It is 
intended to erect two barns this year, 
one at Tagoat, county Wexford, and 
the other near Tullamore, King’s County, 
at an estimated cost of about £900 each. 


Disappearance of Constable Masterton, 
Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Mr, DELANY (Queen’s County, Ossory): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state upon what date Constable 
Masterton, a fugitive from justice, dis- 
appeared from Maryborough; whether 
he was living in the police barrack; and 
whose duty it was to report his disappear- 
ance, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Constable 
Masterton disappeared from Maryborough, 
where he was living in the police 
barracks, or June 30th. It was the duty 
of the district inspector to report his 
disappearance, and he did so. 


Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, 8.): How soon 


after the man’s disappearance ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot say. 
I imagine immediately. 


Mr. DELANY: The man disappeared 
on Friday. The assizes at which he should 
have surrendered were held on the 
following Wednesday. What steps were 
taken in the meantime to trace him ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: He was on his 
own recognisance, and there was therefore 
no power to arrest him. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
But surely there was power to keep him 
under observation. In view of the fact 
that more than one officer of the Roval 
Irish Constabulary under a_ serious 
charge has recently absconded, what 
steps were taken in this matter ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG : Several officers 
have not absconded since I have been 
in this office. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: But several 


have within the last two or three years, 
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A NATIONALIST MEMBER: Sheri: 
dan, for instance. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I will inquire. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): Will 
ithe right hon. Gentleman institute a 
sworn inquiry ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Into what? 


Mr. CULLINAN: Into whether the 
police assisted this man to escape. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I very much 
doubt whether such an inquiry would be 
| the best means of arriving at the informa- 
tion desired. I cannot answer the Ques- 
tion until I have heard from the In. 
spector-General what steps were taken. If 
anything has not been done which ought 
to have been done, the hon. Member may 
be sure it will be looked into. ; 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): Is not a man under 
his own recognisances kept under 


observation 2 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Lam not aware, 
but there are often cases in this country 
where accused persons fail to answer to 
their bail. 


Constable Cryan, Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chiei 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether Constable Cryan, lately 
staticned at Mountmellick, is still doing 
duty as a peace officer; and whether he 
can state if the damages and costs given 
against Constables Masterson and (ryan 
in the High Courts, amounting to £250, 
have been paid; and, if so, by whom. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Answer to 
the first Question is in the affirmative, 
and to the second in the negative. 


Administration of the Irish Land Act— 
Confidential Instructions. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any of the 
instructions or regulations contained in 
the confidential correspondence addressed 
to the Estates Commissioners in connec 
tion with the administration of the Land 











401 


Act, 
all 
regul 


M 
tions 
the | 
to a 
supe 
inste 


M 
Secr 
land 
to t 
plete 
Com 
jot 
into 
vend 
whet 


Mi 
don 
tion 
cons 
deci 
case 


Hay 


M 
Seer 
land 
actic 
evict 
old | 
of th 
coun 
have 
sone 
nam 


M 
Du 


M 
beg 
Lor 
that 
tect, 
lew 
over 
acco 
for 
been 





400 


\eri* 


Vill 


a) 


the 


uch 


ma- 
1e8- 

In- 
a 
ght 
nay 


ng’s 
\der 


ider 


are, 
try’ 
fo 


hiet 
[re- 
ely 
ing 
he 
ven 
yan 
50, 


r to 
ive, 


r to 
yrd- 
the 
in 
sed 
ec- 





(Questions. 


401 


Act, 1903, are still in force, or have they ' 


all lapsed since the issue of the new 
regulations. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Any instruc- 
tions which may have been contained in 
the confidential correspondence referred 
to are not now in force, but have been 
superseded by the regulations of the 4th 
instant. 


Irish Land Act, 1903,—Section 5. 

Mra. MURPHY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the new regulations issued 
to the Estates Commissioners are com- 
plete ; if sO, or in any event, are the 
(Commissioners, when interpreting Section 
jof the Land Act, 1905, now to inquire 
into the equity as between purchaser and 
vendor to arrive at a decision as to 
vhether the agreed price is equitable. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The regulations 
do not in any Wav deal with te construc- 
tion of Section 5 ofthe Act. The proper 
construction of that section was in effect 
decided by Mr. Justice Meredith in the 
case of King-Harman, landlord, and Eliza 
Hayes, tenant, on June 8th last. 


Kerry Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether, in consequence of the direct 
action of the Estates Commissioners, any 
evicted tenant has been reinstated in his 
id home o- given a farm elsewhere out 
ofthe 411 cuises of evicted tenants in the 
tunty of Kerry in which applications 
have been sent to the Estates Commis- 
doners; and, if so, can he give the 
lames in such cases. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. 


Dublin College of Science—Engineering 
chool. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, S.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
lord-Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware 
that Mr. Aston Webb, the English archi- 
tect, when preparing the plans for the 
ew College of Science in Dublin had 
overlooked the necessity of providing 
accommodation for the engineering school, 
for which school a sum of £25,000 had 
been ear-marked in connection with the 
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college; and whether he will undertake 
that this sum will be made available for 
requisition which may be made upon it 
in connection with the present engineer- 
ing school aad not diverted to any other 
purposes. 


T & FINANCIAL SECRETARY oF 
THE TREASJRY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): The engineering 
school is being erected on a separate and 
more convenient site, but the equip- 
ments of the school will be provided for 
in precisely the same manner as if it had 
been included in the main buildings of 
the new College of Science. 


Mr. MOONEY : Have not the Depart- 
ment been requisitioned for the money 
already ¢ 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I 


not aware of it. 


am 


Mr. MOONEY : It is so. 


Irish National School Building Plans. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state when the new 
plans for the building of national schools 
will be issued ; and can he state whether 
it is proposed to make a grant of more 
than two-thirds of the cost. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I am 
expecting an early settlement of this 
matter, but as yet [ have nothing to add 
to the several replies I have given earlier 
in the session. 


Irish Land Purchase Act. 
CoLoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
if his attention has been drawn to the 
report of the Irish Law Incorporated 
Society, which states that more money is 
wanted for the satisfactory working of 
the Purchase Act; if he has considered 
the desirability of paying partly in bonds 
instead of wholly in cash such vendors as 
are willing to accept bonds; and if bonds 
can be issued for this purpose which 
would be redeemed at par by Govern- 

ment in from two to five years. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 


_OHEQUER (Mr. AustEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
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Worcestershire, E.): I have received a 
copy of the resolution passed by the 
Incorporated Law Society of Ireland 
upon this subject, which is now engaging 
the serious attention of the Government. 
I cannot at present make any statement 
on the matter; but my right hon. friend 
the Chief Secretary will communicate the 


(Juestions. 


views of the Government to the House | 


as soon as he is in a position to do so, 


CotoneEL NOLAN: Will it be this 


session 2 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
Sir. 


Foreign Consuls in Ireland. 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
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| View of his forthcoming Redistribution 
| Resolutions, if he will circulate as a Paglia. 
/mentary Paper those clauses of the Act 

_of Union between Great Britain and Tre. 

| land which deal with the Parliamentary 
representation of Ireland in the House of 
Commons. 


Mr. (OGHILL (Stoke - upon - Trent): 
| And will the right hon. Gentleman cireu. 
|late at the same time the 5th Article 
(of tke Act which provides for the 
| preservation of the Established Church, 
| Is not that also an essential part of the 
| Act of Union ? 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not see 
)any reason for circulating this Paper. 
| It is open for any Gentleman to make 


Under-Secretary of State for Foreign | himself acquainted with the provisions 
Affairs whether he can give the} of the Act of Union. If we were to 
names of the foreign countries which | circulate it with a commentary on the 
are represented by Consuls in Ireland ; | Act of Union, with or without the ap- 
and can he state how many Consuls | proval of hon. Gentlemen. it would 
have been appointed by the United | hecome a controversial Paper. 
States, France, Spain, and Germany to | 
look after the trade interests of those) Mr. O’KELLY: In view of the fact 
countries respectively in Ireland. | that the Act of Union will be almost 
| continually referred to in the discussion 
*THe UNDER-SECRETARY orSTATE | of the Resolutions, will the right hon, 


FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, Gentleman have the full text of the 
Kensington, 8.): The following foreign | Act circulated / 

countries are represented by Consular 

officers :—Argentine Republic, Austria-| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am surprised 
Hungary, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, | to hear the hon. Member say the Act 


of Union will be constantly quoted. 
I do not think, taking all the circum. 


Chile, Denmark, France, Germany, 
Greece, Hayti, Honduras, Italy, Liberia, 


Mexico, Netherlands, Peru, Portugal, | stances into account, that it is very 
Russia, Spain, Sweden and Norway, | relevant to the Resolution, 

Turkey, United States of America, 

Uruguay, and Venezuela. The United! Mr, JOHN REDMOND: Does the 
States of America have appointed ten reply of the right hon. Gentleman 
Consular officers; France eight; Spain | mean that he has ceased to regard 


six; Germany seven. 


Mr. BOLAND: If foreign countries 
think it desirable to appoint Consuls in 
Ireland why do not the Government | 
collect statistics in the same way with | 





as of any importance this Act, which 
is spoken of in this country and by 
the right hon. Gentleman and his political 
friends as a treaty / 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I take, perhaps 


regard to Irish trade ? /an even more favourable view of the 
| Act of Union than the hon. Gentleman. 
Eart PERCY: Our Consuls cannot | who, with his friends, was an enthusiastic 
supply statistics which foreign govern-| supporter of a breach of the most 
ments do not publish. | precise portion of the Act of Union 
nae | relating to the Irish Church. 
Ireland and the Redistribution Scheme. | 


Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I begto| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Really that 


ask the First Lord of the Treasury, in| statement must not be allowed to pass. 
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The Act of Union is regarded in this | 
country as a treaty between two nations. 
One portion of that treaty has been | 
varied with the consent of the two 
nations. It is not a question whether 
I or my political associates enthusiasti- 
cally approved of that variation. The 
fact is that portion of the Act of Union 
was varied by the consent of the two 
parties to the treaty. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not agree 
with that version. [A NATIONALIST 
MemBeEr: Of course not.] The portion 
of the Act of Union to which the hon. 
Gentleman refers was made with those 
who belonged to the religion of which 


the Established Irish Church was the 
recognised ecclesiastical organ. I do 


not think it would be proper on this 
occasion to argue the question, but I 
dissent from the hon. Gentleman’s views. 


Mr JOHN REDMOND: TI recognise 
that this is not a possible or proper 
occasion for argument, But the right 
hon, Gentleman himself has introduced 
this question, and I must be allowed to 
point out that the treaty was not made 
with Protestants, or the representatives 
of Protestants in Ireland; it wasa treaty 
made between the two nations on the 
authority of the representatives of the 
two nations, and the representatives of 
the two nations varied that portion of 
the Act of Union. 
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representat'on would be about the same. 
I understand that is not his meaning. 
Perhaps he will explain his meaning. 


Mr. O’KELLY said he wished to 
know what the Parliamentary representa- 
tion of Ireland would have been at the 
time of ths Act of Union if it had been 
determined on the basis of population, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Does the hon. 
Gentleman want me to jut back — 
[NATIONALIST cries of ‘‘ Answer the Ques- 
tion” and “You know what we want.”’] 
It is not at all clear. Does he want me 
to consider what would have been the 
representation in 1800 if the population 
of Ireland had been what it is now ? 
[Narrona.ts? cries of “ No.” 


Me. JOHN REDMOND: Without the 
slightest acrimony, may I respectfully 
submit to the right hon. G-ntleman that 
a more clear and precise Question was 
never put to a Minister? He cannot 
pretend that he does not understand it. 
The Question of my hon. friend is this— 
“Tf population had been taken as the 
basis of representation at the time ofthe 
Union, what would have been the number 
of Members Ireland would have beer 
entitled to at that time 2?” 


Mer. A, J. BALFOUR. Clearly she 
would bave been entitl-d to a great many 
more Members than she actually received. 


|In other words, Ireland was far worse 


Mr. OKELLY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
will state what the Parliamentary repre- 
s ntation of Ireland would be if determined 
on the basis of population at the time the 
Act of Union was carried. 


‘cluded by the rules of 


treated by the Act of Union than she 


| will be treated by the Resolution. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am pre- 


order from 


| entering into an argument ; but I protest 


| against 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid [| 
do not perfectly comprehend the meaning | 
of the hon. Member’s Question. If he | 
asks me, as perhaps he does, what would | 
be the representation of Treland under | 
this Resolution—[NavIONALIst cries of | 
“No.”] Does he want to ask me what | 
the representation of Ireland would be 
under this Resolution if the population of 
Ireland now was what it was at th: time | 
of the Union? [NatioNnaxist cries of 
“No.”] The Answer is that probably the | 





the right hon. Gentleman's 
making an argument that I am powerless 
to answer. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is mistaken. He asked me a 
Question, and I was perfectly justified in 
the Answer that I made. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I submit 
that the right hon, Gentleman in answer- 
ing a Question is not entitled to enter into 
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an argument unless we are entitled to 
answer that argument. 


Subsequently, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked when the 
discussion of the Redistribution Resolu- 
tion would be continued after its intro- 
duction. The right hon. Gentleman 
would be the first to admit that the 
question raised was one of the gravest 
constitutional importance, and he respect- 
fully submitted that a question of that 
character could not properly be discussed 
in what the right hon. Gentleman had 
himself once called the inte stives of 
debate. When did the right hon. Gentle- 
man propose to take up the serious 
discussion of the Resolution, and would it 
be continued day by day # 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
a promise to take the Resolution from day 
to day. Itisimpossible to do so, because 
under the orders we have passed with 
regard to the Aliens Bill there are some 
stages of that measure to be interpolated. 
I propose to take the discussion of the 
Redistribution Resolution on Tuesday 
morning next and on Wednesday morning 
next. I quite recognise that there are 
disadvantages in any break of continuity ; 
but these disadvantages have constantly 
to be undergone with regard to other 
discussions. I will make them as small 
as I can; but there are other interests 
which I have to consider. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Can the 
tight hon. Gentleman say when the dis- 
cussion will be resumed after the morning 
sitting on Wednesday? Willit be on the 
following Monday, and then from day to 
day? And is there any precedent for a 
matter of this constitutional importance 
being dealt with in this way ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I donot know 
that there is a precise parallel, nor could 
I come to any conclusion on that point 
without very laborious investigation. 


But the procedure I am suggesting to the 
House will not, [ am convinced, be incon- 
venient, and I think the allocation of 
business which | shall propose is one which 
ought to meet with generalapproval, At 
any rate, as far as next week is concerned, | 
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| Tuesday and Wednesday mornings will 
| be devoted to this Motion. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Dees the 
rght hon. Gentleman propose to inform 
the House beforehand how many hours 
he proposes to devote to the discussion of 
this constitutional question, and the 
precise moment when the guillotine 
will fall ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should hope 
the House will have the self-control to 
deal with this question within reasonable 
limits. In that case, I trust the coutin- 
gency which the hon. Gentleman contem- 
plates will not come to pass. 


The Governmeat’s Fiscal Policy. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government’s policy of 


fiscal reform includes the imposition of a 
general tariff upon imports from foreign 
countries, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have nothing 
to add to the statements I have made 
on this subject. The hon. Gentleman is 
perfectly aware that the present (iovern- 
ment do not intend to make any propo-als 
on this subject during the present Parlia- 
ment. 


Mr. BLACK: Does the hoii. Gentle- 
man, therefore, think it fitting that the 
(rovernment policy —— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! We 
have had our attention called to argu- 
mentative Answers, but if the hon. Gentle- 
man insists on putting argumentative 
Questions he must expect argumentative 
Answers. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The Answers 
are so argumentative? 


Mr. BLACK: And unsatisfactory. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Scottish Churches and Education Bills. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in view of the 
trouble that is every day incressing in 
Scotland through the delay in passing 
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the measure for settling the Church diffi- 
culty, he will devote the first available 
day to the Committee stage, 


Questions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am anxious 
to pass this Bill rapidly into law; and if 
it is passed, as I have no doubt it will be 
in the present session, I trust that all 
the good consequences which we hope 
will flow from it will be realised in time 
+o prevent any serious inconvenience. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON asked 
ahether, in view of hisstatement that he 
would be guided by Scottish opinion with 
reference to proceeding with the Church 
Bill on Friday, and that a great majority 
of Scottish Members were keenly anxious 
thit the Committee stage of the Bi'l 
should be taken that day in order to put 
anend to ever-increasing strife, the Prime 
Minister would reconsider his decision 
as to business on that day. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T heve taken 
much trouble to arrange business, and, on 
the whole, I adhere to the course, the 
knowledge of which I took some trouble 
to diffuse among hon. Gentlemen last 
night. 
the statement at the close of business. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
. think the right hon. Gentleman 
should take some steps to diffuse this 
information other than by the subter- 
ranean methods to which he alludes. As 


I am personally in favour of going on, 


with the Churches Bill and not of wasting 
a day in entering upon a new stage of a 
Bill which has no chance of being passed 
this session, it cannot be said that I or 
those with whom I act have been con- 
sulted on this matter. If the right hon. 
Gentleman has in some subterranean way 
arrived at an opposite opinion the least 
he could do would be to state it to the 
House and not refer to it as if it were 
known generally among hon. Members. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
{rontleman is speaking under som: mis- 
apprehension. Assoon as I realised that 
I should be unable, owing to the divisions 
going on after one o'clock, to make the 
s'atement at the close of the House last 
night which I had promised, 1 communi- 
cated with the Opposition Whip and all 
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the hon. Members interested whom J 
could reach, and asked them to diffuse 
the information as widely as they could. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: Has not 
the right hon. Gentleman said he would 
be guided by Scottish opinion in this 
matter 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The responsi- 
bility rests with me, and although the 
opinion of Scottish Members has to be 
taken into account, the idea that I should 
take a plebiscite never entered into my 
mind. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is the reason 
the right hon. Gentleman has come to 
that conclusion that it has been com- 
municated to him that he cannot keep his 
men here on Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is it, then, 
that the right hon. Gentleman is aware of 
that fact without it having to be com- 
municated to him ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


argumentative Question. 


That is an 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: No, it is not. 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): May I 
ask whether it is to be concluded that 
the right hon. Gentleman m-ans to carry 
the Scotch Educat:on Bill this sess‘on. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: How can I 
answer that Question till I see what 
progress is made ? 


Mr. PIRIE: Has not the right hon, 
Gentleman absolute power to pass the 
measure if he chooses this session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 
Mr. PIRIE: I deny that. 


The Unemployed Workmen Bill. 

Me. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he is aware that 
demonstrations calling for the passing of 
the Unemployel Workmen Bill, with 
Ameadments, have been held in Lon lon, 
Manchester, and elsewhere; and whether, 


Q 
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in view of this expression of opinion, he | 


will now give an undertaking that the 
Bill will be passed this session. 


Mr. A. J- BALFOUR: I cannot give 


the undertaking which the hon. Gentle- , 


man asks for, 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman give an undertaking that 
he has the intention of passing the Rill 
this session ? 

Me. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. I will 
give no pledge on the subject at all. 


Mr. PIRIE: Then the right hon. 
Gentleman is playing with the House 
and with the nation. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : May I ask 
whether, having regard to the general 
disinclination to take the Scotch Educa- 
tion Bill on Friday, the right hon. 
Gentleman will substitut> the Un- 
employed Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ido not think 
there is the general disinclination to 
which tbe hon. Member refers. 


Mr. CROOKS: May I follow my 
Question up with another? Are we only 
to have such legislation as there is 
sufficient disturbance in the country to 
demand? That is the excuse for taking 
the Churches Bill. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE asked leave to 
move the adjournment of the House in 
order to call attention to a definite matter 
of urgent public importance—namely, 
the refusal of the Government to give a 


definite undertaking of their intention to | 


pass the Unemployed Workmen Bill this 
session. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member, I 
think, fails for want of definiteness. The 
Governmert cannot give any undertaking 


to pass a Bill; it is the House that passes - 


Bills; and the Government cannot have 
power to bind the House to pass a par- 
ticular Bill. The Bill stands upon the 


Order Paper, and it may be reached and 
may be passed in due course. 
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Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I peint out 
that my Motion refers to the refusal of 
the Government to give an undertaking 
of their intention to pass the Bill, and to 
give adequate time for that purpose. If 
they were prepared to give time for the 
purpose that would be evidence of their 
intention, but the Prime Minister has 
refused to give time. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I submit 
that the refusal of the Government to 
allocate time is a definite matter as well 
as urgent and important. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR, on a point of 
order, asked whether the fact that any 
Bill was not treated precisely as some 
individual wished had ever been made 
a matter of public importance He 
doubted whether it would be possible to 
carry on the business of the House if that 

| were $9. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is your 
own Bill. 


Mr. CROOKS: I want to urge this 
upon you, Sir. Nothing could be of more 
importance for the House of Commons to 


discuss than the case of honest workmen ‘ 


desirous of finding means of getting 4 
livelihood. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I put this 
point. Great demonstrations have been 
held, and if this Bill is not carried into 
law this session there is a good chance of 
riots and disturbances taking place 

‘throughout the country. [MinisTeriaL 
cries of “Order!”] Well-fed beasts. 
opposite may well shout ‘ Order.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have already said 
that, in my judgment, this matter does 
not come within the rule. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: This is a 
Government Bill—[‘ Order” |—it is public 
business of State, and [ declare it to be 
the first business of the Government to 
legislate to prevent the breaking of the 
public peace. There is a danger of that, 
and that is what I hope will take place if 
this Bill does not become law. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Bring them. 
| down here and clear out the House. 
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The Colliery Explosion. 

Sir ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary for the Home Office whether 
steps will be immediately tak n to initiate 
an inquiry into the sad disaster that has 
occurre | in the Rhondda Valley. 


*Tae UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror rHE HOME DEPARTMENT 
(Mr. CocHrane, Ayrshire, N.): I take the 
opportunity to express the regret of the 
Home Office at the disaster. The Answer 
is that the mines inspector for the Cardiff 
district, in which the colliery is, proceeded 
to the scene as soon as possible, and is now 
supervising the necessary work. He has 
set the following telegram, in which he 
says that “considerable progress in the 
exploration of the working of the colliery 
las been made; seventy-seven bo lies 
have been discovered, and twenty-seven 
have been brought to the surface. I fully 
expect the whole of the working will be 
explored by to-morrow. The loss of life 
is expected to be 119. The cause of the 
explosion has not yet been ascertained. 
(Signed) Gray, Mines Inspector.” I may 
say that the Home Office will be repre- 
sented by counsel at the inquest, when it 
is hoped that all the facts relating to the 
circumstances of the disaster wili be 
ascer.ained, 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
gaushire, Rhondda): May I ask that on 
this occasion they will see that a legal 
gentleman who has had some experience 
in thes* inquiries will be sent down to 
South Wales? It woull be better if a 
gentleman who could speak Welsh was 
‘elected, bat I think it is essential that 
he should at least understand the Welsh 


linguage. 


*¥Mr. COCHRANE: Ihave told the hon. 

Member that counsel will be sent down, 
and I will draw the attention of the 
Home Secretary to the further point he 
has made. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I ask the 
Prime Minister whether he will agree to 
a Motion being passed by the House ex- 
pressing their sympathy with the relatives 
of those who have sufler-d so greviously 
in this terrible disaster / 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite sure 
no such Resolution is required in order to 
show how deeply the House feels this 
sudden tragedy which has overcome so 
many of our fellow-countrymen. I think 
the hon. Gentleman will feel not only that 
no such Resolution is required on the 
present occasion, but that if the preceden- 
weie set which he suggests, it would be 
impossible to distinguish between cases 
when such a Resolution was really fitting 
and those cases where it was at least 
doubtful whether this House should pas: 
such a Resolution. Those doub!ful cases 
would necessarily lead to debates which 
would be essentially painful in their 
character; and I should therefore depre- 
cate a precedent which might be incon- 
venient, and which would add nothing, I 
think, to the expression of deep emotion 
which we all feel. 


The South Wales Coalfield. 

Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somersetshire, N.) : 
I wish to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
a Question of which I have given him 
private notice. It is whether there isany 
foundation for the rumour that a 
foreign syndicate has been formed for 
acquiring possession of the South Wales 
ce alfield, and thus for securing control of 
those sourc:s of coal supply which are a 
prim? necessity for the maintenance o: the 
British Navy, and, if the statement be 
correct, what action His Majesty’s 
Government propose to take under the 
circumstances. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I have heard 
a rumour tending in the direction of 
which my hon. friend has spoken. 
Whether that rumour has any solid 
foundation I am not at present in a 
position to say ; but that we could not 
remain indifferent spectators of any 
transaction which handed over to a 
foreign syndicate or foreign Government 
the unique source of our naval mobility 
must be, I think, plain tothe House, and 
so unexampled a proceeding would 
unquestionably require = excentional 
treatment. 


Me. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mausfield): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that none of the collie:ies mentioned 
in connection with the proposed combine 
are supplying coal to the Navy ? 


Q 2 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not so 
fully acquainted as the hon. Gentleman 
with what is going on. If he will convey 
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in Scotland had claimed for a long 
time the right to modify or regulate 
its own creeds, but he supposed it was 


any information he possesses to me I | the judgment given in the case of the 


shall be grateful. 


| 
| 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
Second Report brought up, and read. | 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be | 
printed. [No, 240.] | 


CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[SeEcoND READING.] 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment to Question [4th 
July], “ That the Bill be now read a/| 
second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out all the words after the word ! 
‘That,’ and at the end of the Question to add | 
the words ‘in the opinion of this House no 
approval should be given to any measure which 
has the effect of giving an Established Church | 
the right to change or modify its creeds, or any 
formula of subscription thereto, without such | 
change or modification being submitted to and | 
specifically sanctioned by Parliament.’ ”—(.WVr. 
Alfred Hutton.) 


| ground 


| United Free Church that had startled 


her persuading her friends to introduce 


| this clause into the present Bill. They 


had endangered their claim by the course 


they had pursued. They had thought 


it right to raise in that House the whole 
question of Establishment by asking the 
State to give them powers which they 


|were supposed already to possess. The 
‘religious difficulties which had provoked 


the trouble in Scotland at the present 
time, and which had brought about the 
introduction of this Bill, were contained 
in the 5th Clause, because really at the 
bottom of the whole difficulty, as he was 
informed, was a question of doctrine 
rather than of money. 


The Bill had been intrsduced on the 
that it affected questions of 
property which required immediate 
solution, but, in fact, the movement 
which had been going on for a long time 
in the Church of Scotland had proved 
too much for the consistency of many of 
its ministers and some of its laity, 
Endeavouring to put themselves right, 
they had provoked a revolution, and 


‘had brought under the purview of this 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words proposed to be left out stand | 
part of the Question.” 


House the whole question of their 
position.” The Bill had nothing to do 
with the Established Church except it 


| were argued that if they were to give 


*Mr. COMPTON RICKETT (Scar- 
borough), who was speaking in support 
of the Amendment on the adjournment of | 
the debate, resumed his speech in support 
of the Amendment. He said that | 
objection was strongly felt by many in 
Scotland, and by many more Noncom- 
formists in England, to the introduction | 
of Clause 5 into this Bill. He was fully 
aware that the differences in Scotland | 
between the Established Church and the 
Free Churches were not so marked as 
those 


in England; they were more 
largely those appertaining to the 


ecclesiastical rather than to the theologi- 
cal side, whereas between the Chureh 
of England and Nonconformity the 
differences were theological as well as | 
ecclesiastical. At the same time the 
principle involved was the same. He was 
quite aware that the Established Church 


freedom to one Church it would be right 
| to give it to all. 


He would like to point 
out that a great number of the English 
Nonconformist Churches had trust deeds 
similar to those which had given rise to 
this controversy in Scotland; that they 
were tied hard and fast by articles and 
formule from 1662 to 1690. Many of 


| these Churches were already feeling the 


strain, and sooner or later would have to 


appeal to Parliament for relief. When 


that time came it would be pointed out 
that Scotland was willing to grant free- 
dom to her spiritual brotherhood, and 
it would be argued that they ought 
to make the same concessions to the 


| Church of England freeing her from bonds 
forged 250 years ago; bonds entirely 
contrary to the spirit of the age, practic: 
ally ignored by the Free Churches and 
On this account they 


Established alike. 
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were bound closely to inquire into the 
reasons claimed for this relief to be 
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| declaration to a past age it would b- 
outrageous to endeavour to give effect 


granted to the Established Church of | to such statements in the present. 


Scotland. 


On the part of those whom he repre- 


sented he disclaimed the idea that their | 


opposition was inspired by jealousy 
of the supremacy of one Church, or of 
resentment against certain concessions. 
Their feeling was much more serious and 
deep. It was with surpris: he observed 
that many in Scotland who entertained 
the same views with regard to Establish- 
ment as the members of the Free 
Churches of England were prepared to 
allow the Second Realing of this Bill, 
when they must be aware, and were 
aware, that Clause 5 embodied a grave 
principle. Thev held that there were 
two spheres—the sphere of the Church 
and the sphere of the State. The 
Church had an undoubted right to 
regulate its formularies and maintain its 
own order and discipline. Any claim 
she made to influence the State should 
be through individuals rather than by 
national methods, atmospheric rather 
than legal. He acknowleged that it 
was the duty of Parliament to listen 
to any appeal made to it by the 
Church of Scotland to modify or regu- 
late her formularies. But, as matters 
stood, Parliament had not been told 
whether the Church of Scotland really de- 
sired that this power should be exercised— 
entrusted to a chance majority, it might 
be a majority of one. Parliament was 
hound to see that the interest of the 
minority in the Church was protected ; 
that it should not be possible for a 
small, and perhaps uncertain, majority to 
make it difficult for the minority, on a 
matter of conscience, to remain in the 
Church of their fathers. To his mind the 
clause did not seem to be seriously 
drawn, 


The freedom offered was either of 
ho consequence, a matter of words, 
or it would go to the very foundation 


of the creed of the Church of Scotland. | 
There were hundreds in the ministry | 
who would never dare publicly to state | 
‘heir adherence to particular clauses | 


in the Westminster Confession of Faith 
because they knew that whatever 
may have been the value of such a 


| They were asked to recognise a revolu- 
‘tionary movement, the complement of 
the Reformation. That great deliver- 
ance was a moral reaction from 
Catholicism, not an intellectual revival. 
The freedom desired affected not only 
the Protestant Churches, but all friends 
of liberty. He appealed to those who 
were indifferent to religion to secure for 
the Churches of this country the right to 
revise their creeds. Liberty was not a 
matter of compartments—freedom in 
Church life favoured democratic exten- 
sion. But the State must effect this 
reform in the measured way, not by 
carelessly surrendering its control to the 
first indefinite appeal for rev'sion. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Laneishire, Stretford) 
said he had had some difficulty in following 
the argument of the hon. Member opposite. 
He had referred to this clause as being so 
abstruse that it could never be put into 
effective force. He thought that showed 
that the hon. Member opposite could 
not have studied the constitution of the 
Scotch Church, because what he had 
called an abstruse principle was but a 
well-known method adopted by the 
Scotch Church when it desired to take 
collective action. 


Mr. COMPTON RICKETT said that 
his complaint was not that it was ab- 
struse, but that it was so simple that it 
would bs unworkable. 


Mr. CRIPPS said this principle was 
at work every day, and had been at 
work for over 200 years, and it had been 
found not only to afford protection to 
the minority, but it had given fair weight 
to the views of the majority. He did 
/not think it was possible to find a more 
effective system than that which had 
been worked out in the Church of Scot- 
land. He wished to protest against 
introducing English difficulties and 
views on Church questions in a Scotch 
Bill. It ought to be realised that they 
were not dealing with one of those very 
bitter questions between Low Church- 
/men and Churchmen who held differ- 
‘ent views. They ought to put that 


| - ce ? 
entirely out of sight upon this occasion 
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Scotch measure. The constitution of 
the Scotch Church was entirely different 
to the constitution of the English Church. 
The Scotch Church had liberty as re- 
garded its Court for Church purposes, 
and this had always been denied to the 
Church of England. Surely English Mem- 
bers interested in the Church question 
ought not to seek under any guise to 
introduce into what had hitherto been 
a friendly feeling amongst all Presby- 
terian bodies those somewhat bitter 
troubles which, in his opinion, had done 
so much to endanger the true influence 
of religion in this country. He was some- 
what astonished, the other dav, to hear one 
of the hon. Members for Liverpool say 
that he could not imagine the idea of a 
National Church which had spiritual 
independence. There was no difficulty 
whatever in the Scotch Church in regard 
to this point. What was called the 
Disruption of the Free Church in the 
year 1845 took place on that very prin- 
ciple, which he thought was a very sound 
principle on all matters affecting Church 
government. In 1845 they disrupted 
because they thought they could have 
complete spiritual independence. 


Considering this question purely as a 
Scotch matter, what was really being asked 
for? The hon. Member who had just sat 
down must feel that a Church to be effec- 
tive in the best form ought to have a power 
of adaptation in its spiritual life to the 
growing opinions of the country from 
time to time. What objection was 
there to this particular section. He 
was not cognisant of Scotch opinion, 
but he had had many opportunities of 
gathering some forms of Scotch opinion, 
and he supposed that everyone interested 
in the religious question was very cogni- 
sant of Scotch religious history, which 
he thought was a great honour to Scot- 
land, because no religious history went 
more deeply into truth and _ sincerity 
than the religious history of Scotland. 
He did not know whether hon. Members 
remembered the proposal of his right 
hon. and learned friend the Attorney- 
General upon this point, but it was 
thoroughly discussed and _ considered, 
and it was embodied in a measure which 
was known as Mr. Finlay’s Bill. That 


measure was thoroughly, discussed and 
Mr, Cripps. 
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it had everyone’s approval who wag 
interested in the true religious life of 
Scotland. [Cries of “Oh, oh!”] At 
any rate it had a very large measure of 
approval. It was quite absurd to suggest 
that this clause which had been intro- 
duced in the Bill and the principle upon 
which it was founded had not been 
thoroughly considered in the religious 
life of Scotland. He appealed to members 
of his own Church and to opponents as 
well in this House not to send their 
Church troubles where they were not 
felt. He hoped they would for once 
forget their own friction and let them 
now look into the truth and sincerity of 
a proposal of this kind. If they did 
that he thought they would be almost 
unanimous in supporting Clause 5 of 
this Bill. Asfaras he was concerned he 
did not seek to make a precedent out of 
something which was done under different 
conditions in the Scotch Church. He 
rather looked at the constitution of the 
Scotch Church and at its history in order 
to see what had been done in the past and 
to get to know what the religious feeling 
of the country desired. He hoped they 
would not introduce their own little 
religious bitternesses and difficulties, but, 
on the contrary, do all they could to 
introduce the true religious reform which 
was embodied in Section 5 of this Bill. 


He understood that upon this particu- 
lar Amendment they would be allowed to 
discuss a little more generally the princi- 
ples of the Bill. In the first place he 
wished most heartily to congratulate the 
Lord-Advocate both upon his speech and 
upon the terms of this Bill. He wished 
to make one or two suggestions which 
perhaps the Government might see their 
If he thought that the 
Bill interfered with religious trusts or 
that it upset the decision of the House 
of Lords he would not be in favour of 
it. He agreed entirely with what had 
been said on that point. He agreed with 
almost every word of the admirable 
Report of the Commission to which this 
question was remitted. He would quote 
what the Report said in order that his 
opinion might be exactly understood. 
The word son page 17 of the Report were— 

“The Legislature cannot reverse or nullify 
the final decision of the Law Courts without a 
violation of constitutional principle much more 
mischievous than any consequence, however 
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harsh, which may follow from the legal decision | of this kind everyone would admit that 


in a particular case.” 


He entirely agreed with that. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): Do you agree that Parliament 
cannot upset a decision of the House of 
Lords ? 


Mr. CRIPPS said Parliament could, 
of course, do anything. They could 
pass a Bill of Attainder. They could 
pass a Bill to cut the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s head off. He never said they 
had not the power to do iv. He was 
talking of whether it was right in prin- 
ciple. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : Does the right 
hon. Gentleman say that it is not right in 
principle for Parliament to take legisla- 
tive action against the judgment of the 
Supreme Court. 


Mr. CRIPPS said he had quoted the 
words of the Commission itself. Of 
course, there might be cases where it 
would be absolutely essential for Par- 
liament to interfere. Everyone could 
imagine that there were special instances 
in which Parliament might very properly 
and according to every principle of 
justice interfere with a decision. The 
question referred to the Commission 
was whether the Free Church — of 
Scotland, in whose favour the decision 
was given, could adequately administer 
the trust funds which they would have 
to administer under the decision of the 
House of Lords. The answer given to 
that was a very important matter. On 
page 22 the Report said that where 
it appeared that the Free Church 
were unable adequately to execute the 
trusts the Commission—that was, the 
Commission to be created Ly this Bill— 
should be empowered to see that the 
property was administered in accordance 
with the trusts affecting it. Therefore, 
what the Commission reported was that 


| 
| 


the persons to administer the funds 
were the United Free Church. In the 
preamble of the Bill the question of 
religious trusts was made a very impor- 
tant matter. The words were— 

* Whereas questions have arisen as to pro- 
perty between the Free Church and the United 
Free Church in Scotland, and judgments have 
been given by the Courts in favour of the Free 
Church. And whereas a Royal Commission 
appointed to inquire into the matter have re- 
ported that the Free Church are urable ade- 
quately to carry out all the trusts of the pro- 
perty, and that it is desirable to provide for the 
allocation thereof, provision being made for the 
equipment of the Free Church——” 


To his mind the principle laid down by 
the Royal Commission and the principle in 


| the preamble of the Bill was the absolutely 


just and proper method of dealing with 
the undoubted difficulty which had 
arisen. It was to the honour of the 
Government that they appointed the 


| Roval Commission and proposed this Bill. 


the Free Church in whom the funds had | 


been vested by the decision of the House 
of Lords wis 
administer those trusts. 


unable to administer, of course in a case 


unable adequately to. 
In dealing with | 
the surplus which the Free Cherch was | 


' He had some heart-searchings when he 


first saw the Bill as to whether it ade- 
quately recognised the conditions brought 
about by the decision of the House of 
Lords. Tliat was the question which he 
thought most people would ask themselves 
when they were considering whether the 
Bill was justly framed or not. It ap- 
peared to him that it did on the whole 
adequately recognise the position broughé 
about by the decision of the House of 
Lords. If the Bill had gone the length 
of disregarding that altogether and 
merely bringing the funds into a hotch- 
potch and giving no powers to the Com- 
mission, then he thought it would have 
been wrong in principle. It would have 
come within the very evils pointed out 
by the Royal Commission and might have 
led to a bad precedent in future. It was 
obvious from what the Lord-Advocate 
said that in the provisions of the Bill 
itself he had recognised—he was not now 
going to say how far the recognition 
went—all the rights of the Free Church, 
having regard to the fact that in the 
litigation they had succeeded—whether 
rightly or not was a matter with which 
the House had nothing to do at the 
present moment. This was a matter 
of law,‘which had been decided once for 
all. It was upon these grounds, and 
realising the great necessity of dealing 
properly with a matter of this kind, that 
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he should strongly support the proposal 
of the Government. 


The Free Church was very desirous 
of effecting an arrangement with 
regard to the division of the property. 
He thought that was the right spirit 
in a matter of this kind. It ought 
to be made poss'ble to settle by arrange- 
ment between the parties interested. 
He recognised that the only way outside 
of an arrangement between the parties 
themselves was the way suggested in 
the Bill. The fairest possible outside 
body must be got in order to settle the 
difficulty which, he thought, most people 
would have wished had been settled 
by the two parties themselves. With 
these reservations he hoped the Bill 
would go through without any intro- 
duction of what was threatened in regard 
to English sectarian questions in reference 
to Clause 5, If it did he thought a great 
act of justice would be done without any 
interference with what was the true 
principle in a case of this sort. He 
hoped the settlement might be final, and 
that these two great bodies, deeply 
permeated with the religious missionary 
spirit, deeply permeated with an earnest 
desire to carry out religious life in 
Scotland, would forget any friction which 
had arisen, concentrate their attention 
on what was their true vocation, and do 
what thev could to encourage and keep 
alive the religious spirit of Scotland with 
as little animosity as they could, 


*Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick Burghs) 
said the speech to which they had just 
listened was interesting in two particulars, 
Fora full half of it, it bore on the Bill only 
in respect of one clause; and as that 
clause appeared to have been an entirely 
introduction of 


unnecessary foreign 
matter alongside of the substantial 
remedy which was to be effected 


by the measure, he could only say that 
that speech was one of the many illustra- 
tions in the course of this debate, how, 
from the Parliamentary point of view, the 
Government had done the very best thing 
to complicate, to protract, and to harass 
the discussion of what would otherwise 
have been very simple. His hon. 
friend the Member for 
had taken a true view of the 
3arrier Act. His hon. friend the Member 


Mr. Cripps. 
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for Scarborough did not seem to be. 
aware that for a couple of hundred 
years they had transacted their Presby- 
terian Government by the aid of 
the caution and the efficiency secured 
by the Barrier Act—a most excellent 
method under Presbyterian form of 
obtaining general and local agreement as 
to what should be the method of govern- 
ment for the Church. But, on the 
other hand, the reference to the 
Barrier Act seemed to him entirely 
to condemn Clause 5. That clause was 
radically to effect a change in the sense 
of empowering the Church to alter its 
creed, but the Barrier Act, which was 
specifically made for the purpose of con- 
sulting the entire body of Church opinion 
in Scotland, and which would have. 
secured the precautions and efficiency 
alluded to, was never put into effect 
before this Bill was Tabled in the House 
of Commons. In short, it was one of the 
most remarkable feats of Parliamentary 
dexterity that he remembered, that the 
Assembly passed a Resolution requesting 
a certain most important constitutional! 
change to be made, and, within a week of 
this complaint, the Government embodie«| 
it in a Bill without the Church of Scotland 
through its organised machinery being 
consulted at all. 





His hon. friend said ‘ ‘there had 
been great ‘peace in Scotland—peace 
in the development of ecclesiastical 
and theological progress. How had it 
It had been achieved 
in the only sound method of achieving 
freedom in the evolution of theological 
opinion, viz., by throwing off the trammels 
of State support and control. The 
noblest chapters in the history — ot 
Scotland were those which were allied 
with religious dissent from organised 
authority attempted to be imposed upon 
Church Courts and the fieedom and 
self-government which they should re- 
present. These chapters had had an 
influence on the history of England, and 
had gone largely to make up the strong 
foundation of that British liberty which 
they enjoved to-day. But all that had not 
been done under the cover of Royal! 
authority or of Established religion. It 
had been done apart from it, and very 
often in defiance of it. If they had 
achieved peace in Scotland to-day in 
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religious matters it was because they 
had bought it with a price. Therefore, 
for those within the Establishment who 
now not unnaturally looked to this 
juncture of affairs as one which might 
be used with profit to their interests, 
they should have perforce in conse- 
quence of observations on these de- 
bates to be pointed to what he and his 
friends thought a worthier and _ better 
remedy, namely, that Presbyterian union, 
ecclesiastical peace, and ecclesiastical 
freedom were more likely to be achieved 
not within but outside the trammels of 
the Establishment. 


With regard to the observations 
in connection with Clause 5, the 


House would observe that so ex- 
tremely dilatory were the tactics 
of the Government that it was 


elmost impossible for any speech to be 
delivered without being largely occupied 
with substantially a Committee point. 
So introduced it was apt to confuse 
and harass the action of Members of 
Parliament who dealt with it as a matter 
of principle. He ventured to cross 
swords with his hon. and_ learned 
friend opposite who had dealt on a 
legal point which he had raised. He 
did not assent for one instant to the 
two lines cited from the Report of 
the Roval Commission. There was 
nothing de jure unconstitutional in a 
British Parliament reversing the decision 
of a judicial tribunal, however lofty. 
Tue whole question could be summed 
up in the old brocard which he em- 
ploved, viz., Summum jus, summa injuria. 
To those who, like himself, had 
followed with deep and sympathetic 
interest the whole of those proceedings 
since the decision of the House of Lords on 
August Ist of last vear, he should say that 
there never was a case more clearly made 
out of Summa injuria on a colossal, a 
national, and a religious scale. And if he 
hid not been able to devise another 
method of getting all the remedy really 
demanded, while paying formal de- 
ference to the judgment of the House 
to Lords—if he had not been able 
to excogitate that system for himself 
he should have had no hesitation what- 
ever in taking the field as an advocate 
cf the repeal of the judgment of the House 
of Lords. That was a strong thing for 
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anyone in his position to say; but he 
thought it was constitutionally defend od 
by the maxim that you could not allow 
any permanent disturbance of social order 
and social peace to be effected on merely 
technical grounds, and apart from an in- 
quiry into facts. But having said that with 
regard to his hon. and learned friend’s 
argument, he rejoiced to learn from him— 
and he learned it with a shock of surprise 
—that the Free Church of Scotland was 
ready and willing to make an arrange- 
ment. That was a most admirable frame 
of mind; but he wished they had heard 
of it a little earlier. 


In the course of this discussion the hoa. 
member for Dumbartonshire seemed to 
throw on the Table of the House some- 
thing in the nature of a sealed tender from 
the Free Church of Scotland, and they 
were asked to put in a counter sealed 
tender. This was the situation they had 
now reached—that the body which, froin 
the beginning to this very day, had 
insisted on the last ounce and pound of its 
legal rights, was now confronted with 
the manifest intention of Parliament 
not to permit this great wrong to be 
continued, and was now ina position to say 
that it was willing to make an arrange- 
ment. Well, it was not too late; but 
they must have their Commission. And 
before the Commission the Free Church 
might then renew the operations which 
were hoped for in a former case, and 
which Lord Elgin and his colleagues 
alluded to when they said that all pros- 
pects ot peace were very soon clouded 
when the Free Church witnesses entered 
the witness-box. The general situation 
touched by the Bill was very strange. 
In the midst of a Jaw-abiding people at 
least one-third of the entire population 
of Scotland—represented in the United 
Free Church, a Church of unbounded, 
almost fabulous, Christian liberality—had 
been stripped entirely of its property. 
They had in that Church many men and 
women still alive who cherished the 
memories of the Disruption. But the 
Disruption was greatly different from the 
present case, because in the Disruption 
they were dissevered from the provision 
made for them and their families by the 
State; whereas now, under the decision 
of the House of Lords, they had been 
stripped of and dissevered trom the 
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very work and contributions of their 
own hands. The Scotch Judges took the 
sensible view of the situation which had 
been universally approved, apart from 
technical rule, by the judgment of the 
people at large—yet they were to-day 
discussing a Bill the urgency for which 
could not be concealed, for men were 
being dispossessed of their churches, 
their homes, and their dearest associa- 
tions, and this was all done in re. 
spect of an appeal to the judgment 
of the House of Lords ! 


Certain misapprehensions existed as to 
the action of the United Free Church 
after the decision in Scotland, and before 
its reversal by the Lords. The Press 
of the country had been on the whole 
extremely just on this matter. He 
regretted for one that newspapers like 
The Times had, no doubt entirely un- 
intentionally, been misled with regard 
to what they considered was some initial 
harshness on the part of the United | 
Free Church. Let him state what was the 
position? Each minister of the Free 
Church who did not enter the Union was 
left in undisturbed possession of his manse. 
The congregations of each and all of those | 
ministers were left in undisturbed pos- 
session of their churches. The congre- 
gations which did not wish to enter 
the Union were left in undisturbed | 
possession of their church property : and | 
no retired minister or evangelical agent | 
of the Church who held office under the 
old regime, but who did not desire to 
enter the Union — not one of these 
men was deprived of his office or retiring 
allowance. Therefore, there was justice 
in every aspect of this treatment of the 
small minority by the United Free Church 
of Scotland. He could not understand 
how a delusion to an opposite effect, | 
propagated from a quarter with regard | 
to which he had his views, could have 
taken root so far, and spread even to The 
Times. | 

| 





¥ As to the decision itself which they were | 
now remedying, for, after all, it was a 
reversal which was needed, he might say 
that there were many false and ignorant 
expectations of what would be done when 
the¥ House of Lords pronounced its 
judgment on August Ist. These ex- 
pectations—false and ignorant as they 
were—did not arise so much _ in 
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English as in what he would all 
Anglified minds—those superior persons 
who, being in Scotland, had imbibed 
Prelatic notions and extraordinary ideas 
as to the majesty of the law and how 
people should crouch before it. That 
kind of mind was shocked at the 
idea that the Scottish people should 
stand up against this judgment of the 
House of Lords. In the first place, they 
said, “Go back on the Union and wipe 
it out.” He had been connected with 
the Union movement ever since its in- 
ception. A finer movement never ex- 
isted ; less sordid in its motives, promp- 
ted more by commanding liberal views ; 
and no more enlightened appreciation 
of that Union was ever delivered than 
by the Prime Minister himself on its 
consummation. The Prime Minister, 
however, spoke before the Lord Chan- 
cellor spoke. Therefore, when it was 
said that they ought to go back on the 
Union and undo it, all he could say was 
that those who urged that plea little 
knew either the trend or fibre of the 
Scottish character. When, again, it was 
said, ‘‘Now that the decision has been given 
and it is indicated in the Lords decision 
that you have not the spiritual indepen- 
dence which vou claimed, vou had bette: 
sacrifice spiritual independence for the 
properties,’—little did 
persons who said that know of Scottish 
history. They in Scotland had in the 


| past been able fearlessly to scrutinise all 


the dicta of authority, and when they 
found any device under which it would 
be made easy for them to get 


| property if only they conformed to the 


law, they had a very strong suspicion of 
the policy of what such conformity might 
mean. In the mind of a Scotsman who 
had been born and bred in the traditions 
of his country, he had to see, in the first 
place, before he would conform to the law, 
whether the law conformed to those rights 
of a free people and to those moral 
equities without which the law was 
rather akin to brute force than to the 
reasoned expression of a people’s will. 
History over and over again in Sco land 
had put authority, legal or Royal, in its 
proper place; and the people who were 
accustomed to stand erect before the head 
that wore a crown were not likely to 
crouch before the head that wore a wig. 
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But in the next place, how false and 
ignorant were those expectations, when 
it was supposed that they who belonged 
to the United Free Church were about 
to allow the sacred work itself to suffer 
and the sacred trust itself to go derelict in 
the hands of those who were unable to 
administer it. He quite admitted, from 
his own point of view, that he had cut 
before the point in this matter. He was 
so well apprised as to how matters stood, 
that from his first deliverance made on 
the subject on September 17th he went 
straight and clear for an Executive 
Commission. After all, if they were to 
reach firm ground on this matter, the 
House must go back to the time when there 
was no prospect of or temptation in 
respect of property on either hand; 
that was to say to 1900, in order to see 
the true relative proportions and powers 
of the parties. The result of the decision 
was that property of 300,000 people was to 
be given to be administered by 4,000; that 
1,159 ministers were to be stripped of all 
their ecclesiastical possessions, and that 
all their duties were to be performed by 
twenty-seven ministers; and that 1,104 
congregations were to surrender to twenty- 
six. Such a situation outraged the 
sense of justice, interfered with the 
prospects of ordinary Christian duty, 
and imperilled social peace. This kind of 
legality was very provocative of dis- 
respect for the law and of lawlessness ; 
and it was only because the people 
were strong in the belief that this House 
would act justly that they had borne the 
ordeal with such dignity and patience. It 
was for that reason that he regretted 
the delay in the introduction of the Bill. 
The general property affected amounted, 
roughly, to £2,000,000 ; the congregational 
property affected amounted to £6,000,000. 
It was truly because the magic word 
“trust ” ignored the distinction between 
the dead hand and the living organism 
that the present situation had arisen. 


The¥decision of the House of Lords 
mght be good law—of that they 
had their own opinion—but it put 
Scotchmen in a hard case. The work 
would have to be carried on; and, 
therefore, he would revert to the situation 
before the Union. It was carried on then, 
not by accumulated funds, but by 
annual contributions—the work not 
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of the dead hand but of the living 
organism to which he had referred—the 
living Church. Out of £170,158 for 
home work, the Free Church—the suc- 
cessful litigant—only contributed £947. 
Thus far as to work at home. Then as 
regarded work abroad, missions had 
been supported with the approval and 
admiration of all Christian men, and the 
United Free Church contributed £75,000 
as against £520 by the other. It was 
from this point of view that the deci- 
sion of the House of Lords should 
be regarded. For every £ required— 
absolutely required for home work—the 
successful litigants contributed only 4d., 
and for every £ required for foreign work 
the successful party only contributed 
3d. The result was the serious prospect 
of a great dereliction of the trust accom- 
panied by personal sufferings, religious 
loss, and sheer illegality. He rejoiced 
at the statement of the Prime Minister 
that the numerous litigations begun 
since the judgment of the House of Lords 
would not affect the judgment of the 
House of Commons in connection with 
this Bill. Yet, notwithstanding, what 
the Prime Minister and the Roval Com- 
mission said, the Free Church went on with 
litigation after litigation and had inter- 
dicted over a 100 congregations. 
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He had suggested that there should 
be an Executive Commission right away. 
The Government not unnaturally hesi- 
tated: they required to be convinced as 
to the necessity ; they instituted inquiry ; 
the Royal Commission was appointed ; 
and its Report confirmed entirely his 
original view. The Royal Commission 
stated — 

* Tt is not, we think, inconsistent with respect 
for the decision to say that while the legal title 
of the Free Church has been placed beyond 
question, it is still to be noted that for practical 
purposes it is only an inconsiderable minority 
of the original and undivided Free Church, apart 
from the single divergence from the original 
constitution which has deprived it of its claim 
to be identified with the Church of the Dis- 
ruption, it does still, for all practical purposes, 
answer the description of the institution which 
the endowments obtained on Dr. Chalmer’s 
circular were intended to maintain.” 

Then as to whether the Free Church 
could adequately execute the trust, the 
Commissioners stated— 

“It appears to us that if they were to under- 
take to administer them according to their terms 
they must almost certainly fail.’ 
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Parliament was, therefore, apprised of 
the fact that unless measures were taken, 
there must be a dereliction of trust. The 
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' they have few or no adherents, and to turn real 


Commissioners were anxious to give | 


effect to the views of the hon. and learned 
Member for the Stretford Division ; but 
they could not. They stated— 

“ But there is no evidence that anything of 
the kind is even probable. At the utmost it 
may gain a few congregations or even a few 
thousands of additional adherents at the expense 
of a deplorable amount of animosity and bad 
feeling.” 


Therefore, fron: the date of that Report 
the way was as clear as day if the Govern- 
ment wished to be loyal to the Com- 
mission and not to mix the matter up 
with anything else. But the Free Church, 
intoxicated with the view taken by the 
House of Lords of their legal rights, had 
done many strong things. They hurried 
on their interdicts, obtaining over fifty 
of them after they saw that the Roya! 
Commission was likely to decide or had 
decided against them. They worked on 
the principle of the penny-in-the-slot. 


They put in the House ot Lords’ judg- | 


ment and pulled out a church. A 
splendid idea from the Scottish point 
of view, because they had all 
advantage of the 


the | 
penny-in the-slot | 


arrangement, without even contributing | 


the penny. Throughout all this there 
was one man who held a firm and just 
view. That was Lord Dunedin. His 
conduct was beyond all praise. He had 
heard both sides before appointing the 
Commission; then he acted with fimm- 
ness, promptitude and decision. And as 
regarded the Commissioners they had 
every reason to be satistied with the 
fulness and accuracy of the inquiry. He 
regretted that they had not been given 
a freer hand. That would have given 
more simplicity with reference to the 
framing of the Bill; and greater elas- 
ticity, freedom, and justice in working 
cut the scheme. As to the pooling of 
funds he had heard the speech which the 
Lord Advocate addressed to the House 
with a great feeling of relief. The Free 
Church agreed to the original proposal of 
this Bill because they could put their 
hands into the general pocket and scoop 
out anything they desired for undefined 
purposes. The Commission said— 

“Tt is manifest that they can make no proyer 
use of churches and manses in districts where 
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property appropriated to special purposes into 
money which might be applied to the general 
purposes of their Church would, in our opinion, 
amount to a breach of trust.” 


Would the House believe it? That 
was the very breach of trust which this 
Bill in its original shape was going to 
sanction! He was glad to know that the 
pooling scheme had been abandoned. 
Still he should like to have the exact 
alteration which the Government. pro- 
posed ; and he would suggest the com- 
mittal of the Bill pro forma in order that 
they might have an opportunity of 
seeing the changes in type. 


The Bill spoke of “ adequate ” provision 
for the Free Churches. What did that 
mean? Adequate provision had meant in 
the past a provision, the main portion 
of which consisted of annual free-will 
offerings on the part of the people them- 
selves. But this Bill abandoned, or 
appeared to abandon that ; it was merely 
a scheme for the creation of perpetual 
endowments, and that was a system which 
even the successful litigantscould scarcely 
have the confidence to claim because it 
was a system which was inconsistent with 
their best traditions. To all appearance 
this was a body which would have little 
living force or progress in the country. 
and he did not say this in any hostile 
sense because they were entitled to their 
belief, but they really appeared to be 
little hope of that Church ever growing 
into a great progressive body in Scotland. 
They were perpetuating a cause with 
little real vitality, and in religious matters 
the worst policy that could be adopted 
was to give permanence to the external 
body regardless of the vital spirit within. 
All over Scotland would be seen the spec- 
tacle of ‘Tulchan” churches, imitation 
calves stuffed with hay whichgwere put 
down in front of the cows in order to help 
to extract milk from the cow. If separate 
endowments were to be set? up, where 
were they to come from? Out of the 
offering of the members of the Free 
Church community as capitalised. And 
these bodies were to be set up,fand were 
to be lodged in buildings given to 
them for nothing, and were to be sup- 
ported by endowments to which they 
had not contributed a farthing. They 
would have just enough appearance ot 
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establishme :t as to enable them to ex- 
tract the milk from that good cow the 
United Free Church. It was very 
necessary, therefore, to get at the mind 
of the Government and see what they 
meant by adequate provision, 

With regard to the congregational ar- 
rangements he did not think the Govern- 
ment fully realised that they had in their 
hands material for settling the arrange- 
ments for the ownership of the churches 
in the model trust deed of the Free 
Church itself. That deed was most 
ably drawn, and had stood the tests of 
sixty years, and was ingenious, simple, 
and pertectly equitable. It was  sufli- 
cient to remember that the Free Church 
had in view the fact that a question 
might arise as to which was the true 
Free Church, and in such event it settled 
what the arrangement was to be. This 
was the language of the Act of Assembly 
in 1844— 

“That the congregational property which is 
ordinarily to be regulated by the majority of 
the Assembly should, in the event of a split in 
the Church, be determined by a majority of the 
congregation, whatever the Courts of law may 
determine as to which of the contending parties 
is to be held to be the Free Church.” 

The congregation in each case was to 
be allowed to determine that matter for 
itself and to determine it by a majority. 
They had, he thought, with regard 
to this matter, better back to the 
old practice of the majority ruling, and 
that all these proposals as to thirds and 
fourths should disappear forever. That 
something of this kind had been expected 
was pertectly clear from what had 
happened in the history of the Free 
Church. And Lord Davey, who delivered 
judgment in the House of Lords, made 
utterances in the same sense. In a 
letter published in The Times on the 
2th September Lord Davey said— 

“Tf I had been asked (which I was not) I 
should have suggested that each congregation 
should retain its property and be at liberty, by 
vote of the members, to join either one party 
or the other.” 


oF 
go 


But what had been going on? Take 
one or two instances, say the case of 
Campbelltown. The property was worth 
£10,000, there wasan endowmentof £1,180, 
a membership of 700, and there was an 
adherence of 450. There were nearly 
2,000 souls attached to that congregation. 
On the 30th ot August last, at the end of 
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the month in which the House of Lords 
judgment was pronounced, the Campbell- 
town congregation met and decided 
formally that they would adhere to the 
Union, but on the Il7th September 
the following advertisement appeared in 
the Argyllshire Herald, a paper published 
in Campbelltown— 

** All friends in Campbeltown and neighbour- 
hood who adhere to the whole doctrine, worship, 
and discipline of the Free Church at the Disrup- 
tion will please send me without delay their 
names and addresses, with a view to forming 
a congregation in connection with the said 
church.” 


He remembered the Attorney-General] 
for Ireland telling the House a story 
about an artist who said that the subject 
of his picture was “ Adam before he 
was created.” Here was a Free church 
which was not created until the 16th 
of September, and the House would 
scarcely credit it, but that church so 
formed was, as the result of law pro- 
ceedings, in the possession of the whole 
of the property, and nearly 2,00) souls 
had been evicted, only forty of the 
former membets being in the property now. 
Let men go back to 1900, because member- 
ship since then was possibly tempted 
by property. When they went back 
to 1900 they got rid of this scandal and 
got upon firm ground, but when they got 


back to 1900 they should not do a 
bad thing, they should not give to 


one quarter of a church that which 
ought to belong to the whole, when the 
three-quarters who were to go out were 
to get no compensation of any kind or 
description. It was clear to those who 
knew the facts that when once the 
quarter which was left was installed in 
these hugh properties they would crush 
them to the ground, whilst the majority 
of the people were abandoned to find 
places of religious worship for them- 
selves. The entire community were in- 
dignant at the idea, because they knew 
that these large and suitable properties, 
now that the majority had been ex- 
cluded, would by-and-by fall into decay. 


What happened in the case of Dum- 
barton only the other day while this Bill 
was being discussed? In that case 924 
members anil 5J0 adherents were ex- 
cluded from the magnificent building, 
which had been largely alded to since 
the Union. Fourteen members only 
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remained. and those fourteen members 
got all the property, on which £5,500 
had been spent since the Union. All 
this was very much akin to legalised 
piracy. With regard to the difference 
between the one-third and the one-fourth, 
there were some serious cases he would 
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like the Government to consider. The 
minister of Rogart wrote— 
“We rebuilt the church and added a new 


hall. The work was begun in June, 1899, and 
finished in 1902 (two years afterthe Union). I, 
personally, gathered between £1,300 and £1,400. 
Under £40 represents the contributions of the 
legal Free Church. The whole cost £1,700, 
and I got £550 since the Union. . . . To hand 
over the whole under the third rule would be 
a cruel wrong to our own people.” 

He, therefore, again put forward the 
plea that the majority should be preferred. 
There were places, such as Strathaird in 
Skye and Knock in the Island of Lewis, 
where the congregations were excluded 
from the churches, many of which were 
standing empty, and the people had to 
worship on the hillside or in caves by the 
seashore in circumstances of gross and 
cruel hardship. If any consideration 
were had to the equities of the case, note 
must be taken of the sources from which 
the money and property had been derived. 
Ninety-nine percent. of the property had 
been contributed by those who were now 
attached to the Union. He hoped he had 
said enough to show that the Bill in these 
cardinal points must be amended, and | 
amended in so specific a way that the | 
House of Commons was entitled to see 
exactly where it stood. 


He was disinclined to enter upon the 
fifth Clause. It was a great pity that 
it had been introduced into the Bill 
as it had nothing whatever to do with 
any of the wrongs he had been describ- 
ing. The Lord-Advocate had said that 
the Act of 1693 was passed by a strange 
Parliament. Yes, and it had taken two 
centuries to get such another strange 
Parliament to do what was now proposed. 
Without a Barrier Act and without the | 
people of Scotland being consulted, | 
this clause was inserted into a Bill which 
had nothing to do with the subject. Out 
of the Dissenters’ extremity the Church of | 
Scotland was finding what one of its 
ministers unctuously called a providential | 
opportunity. English Nonconformists | 
were entirely mistaken if they thought | 
that Scottish Noneconformists, who knew | 
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what it was to go out and suffer and to pay 
their own way, were deserting them in this 
instance. Their feeling was that the Bill 
was worthy of a Second Reading, but that 
this clause should not be passed by the 
House of Commons. It was proposed by 
this Bill to take away the personal and 
individual test which the Act of 1693 set 
up. But the Act of 1690 still contained 
the confession of the Church of Scotland. 
embodied in an Act of Parliament: it 
was to be the “ public and avowed Con- 
fession”” of the Church of Scotland. It was 
too mysterious, too casuistical, for him 
to understand how, if a document was the 
public and avowed Confession of the 
Church, a person was allowed to sign 
under a signature which meant that he 
privately disavowed that Confession. Ii 
was the Church’s public and avowed 
belief, but the ministers’ private and 
disavowed belief. He did not pretend 
to know how that could b: squared, 
or how it was possible to make 
a signature of that kind without more 
troubles of conscience than existed under 
the present system. 


The Lord-Advocate had raised the 
question of whether they believed 
that Parliament should _ regulate. 


tighten, or slacken that bond. Personally 
he was reluctant to enter upon such 
topics, but, since the challenge 
had been made, he must speak his 


mind. He held that Parliament had 
nothing whatever to do with this 
question. He did not think it was 


the duty of the State to go beyond 
the relations between 


man and man. 
All his thinking life he had held 
that the work of civil polity was 


quite enough for the State, and that it 
was a presumptuous act on the part of 
any Parliament to attempt to regulate 
the relations of man with the Unseen. 
That general principle was confirmed 
by the experience of Scotland where 
freedom from State alliance had produced 
in religious natters a vitality and liber- 
ality such as the world had seldom seen. 
and a learning and erudition of acknow- 
ledged excellence all over the English- 
speaking world. The living contact ot 
the people with the responsibilities of sel!- 
support and religious freedom from State 
control had done no injury whatever to 
religion, but, on the contrary, had been 
its bulwark. The freedom here sought 
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could never be conferred by the State. 
It was no right of the State to confer 
upon any Church its freedom, and 
that freedom could never be obtained 
except by separation from the State, 
even at the cost of defiance of the State. 
All Scotch history confirmed the view 
that wherever religion was vital and 
sincere it could pay its own way. He 
therefore deplored the unctuous references 
to the “ providential interposition ” and 
the ‘‘ providential juncture” which 
enabled the State at this time of day to 
attempt to slacken the bond. If the 
people wanted freedom let them dare to 
be tree by coming out. He would put 
the matter from a Parliamentary point of 
view in such a way as would, he thought, 
convince every man in the House. If 
this clause had had to be a Bill, as it might 
well have been, it would never have seen 
the light. No Government would ever 
have brought it in—amongst other 
reasons because the Church of Scotland 
itself had made no uncertain pronounce- 
ment on the subject. The matter had 
been discussed in the Assembly of the 
Church of Scotland. One of the most 
distinguished leaders of that Assembly, 
Principal Story, said in 1902— 

“ Whether in the present condition of the 
British Parliament it was hopeful to approach 
it with a proposal in favour of such a change 
in the formula as they would desire was a very 
doubtful question.” 


Dr. Marshall, also a well-known leader, 
said— 

“ Had a case been made out of such urgency 
that they should, at this time, enter upon the 
matter which, if it was entered upon, would 
bring with it momentous issues, it would lead 
to jong and bitter controversy.” 


Why had that long and bitter con- 
troversy, foreseen by the Established 
Church itself, been dovetailed into this 
measure for the relief of a great trust 
and a patrimonial wrong? Then Dr. 
Scott spoke his mind very plainly, 
saying— 

* He could not conceive it probable in the 
state of political opinion now, and for years 
to come, to go to Parliament to get rid of this 
formula, Their own people would rise against 
them——” 


There had been nothing in the way of 
consultation with the Church of Scotland 
on the matter, and on the testimony of 
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Dr. Scott their own people would rise 
against them. Dr. Scott continued— 

“ Certainly the Dissenters of Scotland would 
rise against them; the Nonconformists of 
England would oppose them; and even those 
members of the Cabinet who were favourable 
would oppose them; because they had to 
depend as a Unionist Government on the votes 
of Nonconformists. They would t ll them, 
* You wish to get rid of the statute ; well, let us 
drop the connection between Church and 
State.’ ” 

Then Dr. Mair, a distinguished man 
of blunt expression, said— 

“* He did not want to go into Parliament to 
make a fool of himself. The present Parlia- 
ment would not handle such a question.” 


This was only two years ago, and yet 
within a week of the Established Church 
passing the proposal it was embodied 
by the Government in a clause of this 
Bill!) Dr. Seott also said— 

* If they went to the State to get a modifica- 
tion of the Confession of Faith or their relation 
to it, they would be opposed by their own 
people; they would be opposed by the whole 
Dissenters of Scotland ; they would be opposed 
by their very friends in the Government ; there 
could not be a more insane proposal than to 
go to the State and ask that modification.” 


‘ 


It was this “insane proposal” which 
was embodied in Clause 5. He alto- 
gether objected t» the political surrender 
by the State of its powers. Reference 
had been made to the Act of 1865 with 
regard to the clerical subscription in 
England. The Act of 1865 was clearly 
in favour of quite a different course, and 
it allowed the State to see upon the face 
of the Statute-book how things stood, 
and in three different sections that was 
specifically provided for. 


While they sympathised with the objec- 
tions raised to Clause 5, the House might 
take it from him that they were extremely 
anxious that there should be no divi- 
sion of opinion with regard to the Second 
Reading of this Bill. He perfectly well 
understood the position of hishon. friend 
the Member for Morley Division who had 
moved this Amendment, and he largely 
shared his views, but speaking from a 
Pariiamentary point of view he thought 
this Bill ought to go through its Second 
Reading, leaving them all a free hand 
when this objectionable clause was 
reached. This Bill had been too long 
delayed, and although cramped and 
restricted it would remove an intolerable 
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wrong. In this long trial Scotland had 
stood well. Her sufferings in the past 
for religion’s sake had ennobled her 
character and had taught her to 
put authority at no more than its 
proper value. Even should this Bill fail 
to pass, even that would not shake the 
tenacity of the Scottish character. But 
with proper despatch and concessions of 
Amendments such as he had asked for, 
this Bill would not fail. It was not a 
constructive Bill in the ordinary sense. 
There should be no mistake. This 
Bill truly reformed, truly inaugurated, 
nothing, but it was perhaps none the 


less valuable because it proposed to | 
what- | 


undo a great wrong which, 


ever might be its legal aspect, was a 


wrong morally undeserved, and a wrong 
on a national scale 
would do well at once to remedy. 


Mr. ELLIOT 
occurred to him that the hon. and 
learned Gentleman had been dealing at 
great length with a state of things which 
a decision of the House of Lords had 


brought about, and he had pointed out | 
that it was necessary to take some step | 


if they were not going to face greater 
wrongs, possibly leading to 
turbance of peace. 
the hon, and learned Gentleman was 
speaking rather as the representative of 
one of the interested parties. 
to say afew words upon the 
principle of the Bill. They were 
legislating to redress the effects of a 
judgment of the House of Lords. They 
might call it reversing that judgment or 
reversing the state of things 
existed between two litivants upon 
which the House of Lords had given a 
decision, That was a very serious step 


main 


for Parlanent to take, because it meant | 


practically that they were enacting by 
State autho ity that property 
been declared by the highest Court of 
Appeal in litigation to be the property 
of A should now become the preperty of 


B. He could sot imagine a much | 
higher action of a State authority than 
that. He thought, however. that State 


action was justified by the present con- 
dition of ecclesiastial affairs in Scotland. 
They had heard some remarks about the 
House of Lords with which he could not 


agree. The function of Courts of law 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 
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was to decide as to the rights of property 
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between individuals, and they had t» 
look to the principle which they laid 
down. Courts of law had not merely 
to look at a particular case which they 
had in hand, but they had to consider 
that if they laid down a principle in 
a particular case it might be ex- 
tended to other particular cases. Hon. 
Members of this House, and still more 
persons outside, had criticised the Courts 
of law as if it was the duty of those 
Courts to decide who could make the 
best use of certain preperty and who was 
best fitted to use it in the most advan- 
tageous way to the State. As Lord 
Robertson said with great point it was 
the function of a Court of law to see 
| that property went to those to whom it 
belonged, and not to those whom it might 
best happen to fit. The St.te had now 
been called in to remedy a state of things 
which would produce disaster and trouble, 
and would probably lead to a disturbance 
of the peace in considerable portions of 
the United Kingdom if some remedy was 
not found. The reason for the interfer- 
ence of the State through Parliament 
had been proved by all the evidence of 
| the case, and he would deal with it trom 
that point of view. The Free Church 
might have some grievances, but the 
United Church evidently had been most 
harshly treated, and in a manner which 
it was quite impossible for them to allow 
to proceed. 





now | 


With regard to Clause 5, which really 
;was the only important matter, he 
shou'd be extremely surprised if any 
considerable portion of the Liberal Party 
went into the lobby to maintain a 
closer restriction in regard to religious 
tests, and he felt sure thev would do 
their best to lighten the burden of those 
tests, and stand on the side of maintain- 
ing liberty of conscience. It had not 
| been denied that this formula would serve 
‘to exclude from the Church of Scotland 
those who might very likely become the 
most respected and almired of the 
ministers of the future. He could not 
conceive a Libera! who boasted of Liberal 
principles coming forward and doing his 
best to maintain the rigidity of the 
i tests, which would keep out broad- 
|} minded men whose only fault was that 
they were in unison with the sentiments 
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of their own age rather than with the 
sentiments of their ancestors who lived 
200 years ago. He was quite aware that 
it might be held by that removing this 


bu den from the Established Church of | 


Scotland they were to some extent 
trenching on the rigidity of the es- 
tablished system. As had been pointed 
ou: by his hon. and learned friend the 
Member for Stretford. there had always 
been the greatest distinction between 
Sta‘e Establishment as understood in 
En:land and State Establishment as 
understood in Scotland, because the 
jatter wa8 recognised as involving a very 
considerable amount of legislative power. 
They had legislative power within 
limits and they were limited by Acts of 
Parliament. To declare, however, that 
they would not allow any relaxation of 
tests was to his mind asking the House 
of Commons to take up a more retrograde 
position than Parliament had taken up 
jor the list thirty years. Let those who 
waited greater liberty for their 
churches get it step by step and not 
tak» up the position that they 
would have no more liberty because 
they could not free themselves 
absolutely and entirely from the State. 
All those views about the connection 
between Church and State and 
Church endowments were from year to 
vear undergo ng very considerable change. 
They were undergoing a change in this 
direction. There was an idea that as 
time went on the Established Church and 
the voluntary Churches were insensibly 
becoming more like each other in regard 
to property. There was a time when 
the property of the Church of Scotland 
Was common to the State, and when the 
great bulk of the wealth came from the 


State. That state of things had long 
passed. It was certainly the case that 


far less than half of its wealth was derived 
from the State. All the rest of its wealth 
came from the sources which furnished 
the great endowments of the Free Church 
beiore the union with the United Presby- 
terian Church. In respect of property 
the two Churches were constantly assimi- 
lating. He ventured to say also that the 
two systems were assimilating from the 
constitutional point of view, because 


there was more and more a tendency, | 


rightly or wrongly, to give to Established 
Churches much greater liberty of seit- 
5. VOL. CXLIX. [Fourrn SEries.] 
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| government, almost approaching the 
| self-government given in voluntary 
|Churches. In both these respects the 
|Churches were rapidly assimilating the 
| condition of things which lay at the basis 
| of voluntaryism and Establishment. They 
ought to be a little on their guard 
43 to giving liberty toa Church. Giving 
liberty to a Church when worked out 
generally meant giving liberty to a 
Church councilorassembly. That might 
be a very different thing from giving 
liberty to the members of the Church. 
He ventured to say that there were 
Churches in existence in respect of which 
the interference of the State by the 
strong hand of the law, and the position 
which the State held in regard to the 
law, were a great security for liberty 
within those Churches. As to the main 
question dealt with in the Bill, he hoped 
they were all at one in desiring a remedy 
for the terrible state of things brought 
about by the House of Lords’ decision. 
He hoped also that when the House came 
to divide on Clause 5 there would be no 
considerable majority of the Liberal 
Party who would go into the lobby to 
support the rigidity of tests. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) said the Bill when amended 
in Committee, as they hoped it would be, 
gave the prospect of the settlement ot the 
difficult and distressing question which 
had agitated Scotland during the past 
year. It was a matter of practical 
urgency that this difficulty should be 
brought to a conclusion soon. In Scot- 
land there was not only a sense of hardship 
and inconvenience in connection with this 
question, but this condition of things 
was aggravated by the strong conscious- 
ness of practical injustice in the working 
of the Church system at present. That 
was a state of matters which they could 
not remedy too early. He did not speak 
of the danger of breaches of social order, 
but he said it was a very bad thing for 
religion to have the state of feeling which 
they had in Scotland at the present 
moment. It was because he believed 
this matter to be so urgent that he 
deprecated the introduction into the 
Bill of Clause 5 dealing with the formula 
ot the Church of Scotland. He thought 
it would have been better if this Bill had 


dealt only with the simple question of 


R 
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restoring a proper state of matters in 
respect of the judgment of the House of 
Lords. The responsibility for the course 
which had been taken rested with the 
Government. It was a very grave 
responsibility. They would find it very 
difficult indeed to answer to the people 
of Scotland if they pursued an end other 
than that immediately concerned, how- 
ever good that end might be, and thereby 
imperilled the passing of a Bill which 
was so urgently demanded by the con- 
dition of the Free Churches. The Govern- 
ment must be aware of that responsi- 
bility. They must take it as entirely 
of their own doing if difficulty arose in 
connection with this matter, and they 
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in favour of the general policy of 
the proposal in the Bill without com- 
mitting himself to any of the details. 
He supported Clause 5 because it 
embodied the traditional claim of the 
Scottish Church to be free to regulate 
its own spiritual affairs. That was a 
claim which had been made up to the 
time of what was called the Disruption 
in 1843. It was made not only by those 
| who afterwards became the Free Church 
|of Scotland, but by the whole of the 
| Church of Scotland, although they did 
| not all take the same course when their 
claim was denied. If this House chose 
| to admit sixty years afterwards what 
most of them in Scotland thought 
ought to have been admitted long ago, 








must take it as entirely of their own 
doing if they protracted the state of | he did not see why those who had always 
hardship and bitterness which was work- | held that it was a just claim should deny 
ing so much havoc in the religious life | it now. He did not deny thay it was a 
of Scotland just now. claim inconsistent with the bond between 

Since this question had been raised they | Church and State. It was inconsistent 
must deal with it on its merits. He| with that. He did not think it was a 
perfectly understocd the apprehension | position in which they could permanently 
on the part of his hon. friends which led | rest that a Church was to be specially 
them to oppose Clause 5 dealing with the | fecognised by the State and yet remain 
Established Church of Scotland. He | free to regulate all its own affairs. He 
would appeal to them not to do anything thought the error lay not in the claim 
to aggravate the danger which might of freedom of doctrine but in the bond 
exist of losing so important a Bill. | which brought that freedom into question 
They had made, and were making, a/ at the hands of the State. He regarded 
fair protest on a matter of principle. | this clause as in reality a step away from 
Nobody could dispute their absolute | State connection—a loosening of thi 
right to do so, but he sincerely hoped bond which existed between Church and 
that they would allow this most essential | State in Scotland. Whether that Was so 
piece of legislation to proceed without | or not, he would ask tho-e who wished to 
any undue delay. He wished them to bring about a dissolution of the bond 
appreciate the urgercy of the natter, | between Church and State by making the 
and also the great distinction there was, bond more galling to reconsider so 


as the hon. Member for Stretford had | dangerous and serious a view. He did 
pointed out, between the ecclesiastical | not think they should seek disestablish- 





system of Scotland and that of England. 
He could not help thinking that their 
apprehensions would be removed if they 
realised the extent to which the State 
Church in Scotland was a self-governing 
and democratic Church. It was not a 
Church governed clerically. It was a 
Church governed by the people con- 
stituting it. Surely it was an entirely 
different proposition to give liberty to 
the people of a Church to decide their 
own affairs from giving liberty to a 
certain number of clergymen to decide 
those affairs for them. 


He would explain in a few words | 


why on the merits of this case he was 
Mr. Charles Douglas. 


/ment by that which would cause injury 
to religion. 


After all, these questions of govern- 
ment were questions of machinery— 
questions of ways and means to an 
end. But they ought not to injure or 
retard the religious life of the country 
merely in order to prove that their own 
theory of the proper relation between 
Church and State was the best. Do not 
let them sacrifice in any degree the end 
to the means, and do not let them 
| destroy the result simply in order that 
they might make the machinery theoreti- 
For his part he 





|cally more perfect. 
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believed that the case for the absolute 
equality of all religions was unanswerably 
strong. Do not let them travesty it by 
trying to bind Churches by law in the 


name, above all things, ofa religious | 
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freedom, Let them go past forms, | 


past theoretical constructions, and con: 
sider the reality that was behind the 
desire to have a formula making the 
relation of the individual to the Confes;ion 
more vsible. Surely they ought to do 
everything they could to simplify the 


situation for a man entering on the) 


ministry. They should ask themselves, 
if they thought of opposing Clause 5, 
whether it was necessary for them—and 
unless it was necessary they should not 
do it—t» savy that every man entering 
the Church shou'd be able to conform 
to what was required in the seventeenth 
century, or Whether it was not enough 
that he should be able as an honest man 
to satisfy the Church which he sought to 
serve that he was substantially at one 
with it in faith and purpose. 


There was another aspect of this ques- 
tion which was of very real importance, 
namely, that while the Church of Scot- 
land derived certain mater al advantages 
from the State. these, as the hon, Member 
for Durham had pointed out, were not 
its only resources. 
the Church of Scotland had very large 
property which was derived from exactly 
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that danger had been revealed for the 
first time by the decision of the House 
of Lords, surely it was not unreasonable 
that they should wish to protect the 
Church of Scotland against that which 
all recognised to have been inequitable 
and intolerable in the case of the United 
Free Church. What was unjust in the 
one case, should not be allowed to take 
place in the other. He desired to see 
greater freedom of conscience, greater 
power of development, and _ greater 
security for the trusts committed to 
them in the case of all the Scotch 
Churches ; and on these grounds he felt 
bound to give his support to Clause 5 at 
every stage. 
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But there were other matters 
which he wished the Government 
to take seriously into consideration. 
He was quite sure that the Government 
quite realised that they must make this 
Bill a reasonable and permanent settle- 
ment. They welcomed the changes which 
had been foreshadowed in the speech 
of the Lord - Advocate, for the mainten- 
ance of the purposes of the trusts, and 
the inclusion within the Bill of all the 


| property which could possibly be dealt 


As a matter of fact, | 


those sources from which the property | 


of the Free Church came. It had 


property in the shape of £4,500,000 | 
worth of endowments which had been | 


contributed voluntarily to the Church. 


They ought to remember that in view | 


of the decision of the House of Lords— 
on which he did not wish to express 
any opinion—the whole position of this 
property was imperilled. Supposing that 
the Church of Scotland were to desire 


to enter into a union with another Church | 


which did not cake exactly the view 


| in. 


which the Confession of Faith took. | 
As things stood, without Clause 5 


in the Bill, it would be open to any 
minority of that Church to take posses- 


with in the future; and, above all, the 
assurance that the bona fides of membeis 
and adherents of the Free Church should 
be strictly regarded by the Commission 
to be appointed. He sincerely regretted 
the change which the been suggested as 
to the number of persons in the Free 
Church who were to be allowed to claim 
to be a congregation. It was a large 
enough order to allow one-third of the 
old congregation to claim the property 


‘without respect to the rights of the 


remaining two-thirds; but when the 
proportion was reduced to one-fourth 


|a step was taken which made it very 


difficult for the majority of any such 
congregation in any degree to acquiesce 
The Lord-Advocate had been en- 
gaged lately in trying to arrange a com- 


| promise, and he did not fora moment wish 


sion not merely of all those resources | 


which that Church derived from its con- 


nection with the State, but of all the) 
resources provided by private persons | 
| the personal rights and interests of those 


to forward the interests of religion in 
Scotland within that Church. 


When | 


to blame the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man, but the time had come when the 
question of compromise must be left on 


| one side and when they must really make 


a respected and enduring settlement. By 
all means let provision be made for all 


who took great risks when they entered 
R 2 
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into the action which they had gained. 
They should receive full consideration at 
the hands of the Government ; but, in re- 
gard to property, the facts and the sub- 
stance of the case must also be considered. 
He did not for one moment wish to speak 
in a partisan spirit, but the public, moral, 
and religious interests of Scotland ought 
not to be sacrificed to any temporary con- 
venience or bargain. From the point of 
view of the United Free Church he 
thought it would be a very serious 
calamity for the whole Presbyterian 
Church in Scotland if the United Free 
Church were to be impoverished ; but it 


would be a far greater calamity if the Free | 


Church were unduly and unnecessarily 
enriched. 
and danger to the religious life 
of Scotland, because after a time, he 


believed, the Free Church would grow | 


weaker, and in many districts, especially 
in the Highlands, there would be nothing 
left of it except its endowments. 


willing to be free. It ought not to be 


treated as a large and growing factor in | 
Al! this | 


the religious life of Scotland. 
doctrine about its being the nucleus of a 
great Church was fraught with dis- 
aster to Scottish religious life; and he 
begged the Government to face the facts 
of the situation and endow the Royal 
Commission with full powers to make an 
enduring settlement. 


Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
said that the subject of this Bill was of 
deep interest to the whole of the English 
Nonconformists, and one portion of it 
would certainly receive their strongest 
opposition. They were engaged at the 
present moment in taking away, by the 
paramount force of Parliament, property 
from a small ecclesiastical section of the 
Presbyterian Church in Scotland which 
had been declared by the Courts of law 
to be the rightful owners thereof, and 
transferring it to another section of the 
religious community of that country. 
That was a position which had been ab- 
solutely justified by the relative position 


of the two Churches in Scotland and by | 


the clear necessities of the religious and 
moral progress of Scotland. The Govern- 


ment had presented an alternative to the 


Mr. Charles Douglas. 
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That would be a positive evil 


They | 
might call it the Free Church to the crack | 
of doom, but it was not to be compared | 
to a National Church and it was not | 
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United Free Church which he could 


not help thinking was a cruel alternative. 
The Government said, in effect, that the 
United Free Church must leave their 
religious brethren in Scotland in a state 
of friction and of religious persecution, 
or else accept a clause in this Bill which 
was repugnant—although it might be 
accepted by a few members of the United 
Free Church—to the greater portion of 
the members of Scottish Nonconformity. 
They had been told in the course of 
this debate that English Noncontormists 
ought not to intervene in this particular 
issue, even on Clause 5 of the Bill. But 
surely they were not to accept the 
| doctrine that in ecclesiastical, educational, 
or social questions they were not to 
interfere with the local opinion of other 
portions of the United Kingdom. The 
Church to which he belonged had con- 
| siderable interests, religious, educational, 
/and otherwise, in Scotland, and it was 
their duty to inquire how Clause 5 of this 
Bill was going to affect these and the 
interests of other religious federations. 
The Methodist Church in Scotland was 
far more numerous than this little 
| Highland Church with its twenty-seven 
| ministers. It had more congregations 
| and raised a great deal more money ; but 





it had more rigid ecclesiastical tests 
than either the United Free Church or the 
Free Church. He did not suppose that 
the Prime Minister had had occasion to 
study the constitution of the Scottish 
Methodists; but he could assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that they were 
tied up by more rigid conditions than 
those contained in the Westminster 
Confession of Faith. No Methodist 
minister in Scotland, or in England for 
that matter, could preach any doctrine 
which was not supposed to be discovered 
inside the standards of Methodism— 
which were John Wesley’s sermons and 
his notes on the New Testament. It 
he did not do that he could be evicted 
from his church and could no longer be 
recognised as a Methodist minister or 
preacher. 





They had to look at this Bill in view 
|ot certain union movements which 
were to take place in several of the 
| Free Churches of | this country. At 
| the present moment there was a very 
| strong movement for the union of three 
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of the minor Churches of Methodism 
which split away more than half a century 
ago fora variety of reasons. If the union 
of these Churches was effected they 
would have to come to Parliament for 
authority, and when they came with their 
scheme to Parliament would be told 
that they could not be allowed to vary 
their original constitution, that they 
could not reunite, and that they would 
have to remain under conditions of 
antagonism, rivalry, and isolation, unless 


they liked to give to the Church of | 


England some freedom in connection 
with its formulas. That was what they 


were bound to consider, as English Dis- | 


senters, in looking at this Bill. Nothing 
had been more striking during the last 
twenty-five years than the way the 
Methodist Church had been drawing 
away trom the Church of England and 
assuming and exercising absolutely in- 
dependent rights of her own. And that 
movement was likely to continue. This 
Bill was, therefore, a dangerous precedent 
to set to the Church of England, and it 
was the duty of English Dissenters to 
oppose it. 


THe PRIME MINISTER — anp 
FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
(Mr. <A. J. Batrour. Manchester, 
E.): I have listened with interest 


to the brief, but very clear, statement 


which the hon. Gentleman who has just | 


spoken has given of his views, but I 
frankly admit that, to my thinking, his 
argument was one, not against Clause 5, 
but in favour of Clause 5. What is the 
legislative future which the hon. Gentle- 
man pictures for this House? He says, 
and, in my judgment, he says with perfect 
truth, that it will in the future be found 
that the assent and assistance of this 
House is required in order to enable some 


of the great Nonconformist Churches in| 


England to develop, to unite, to obtain 
that measure of spiritual freedom which 
is not always attained by separation from 
the State; and I can assure him that, in 
the prospect which he thus holds out, I 
for one shall always be found upon the 
side of union and upon - 
freedom. 


the Act of 1693 in relation to the Scottish 
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Established Church altogether passes mv 
comprehension. I do not wish to go into 
the niceties of argument which from time 
immemorial have been raised when ques- 
tions of the relations between Church and 
State have come before either secular or 
ecclesiastical tribunals. In truth, tha 
history, not merely of the Protestant 





the side of 
But how he thinks that either | 
the cause of union or the cause of freedom | 
can be furthered by this parlous objection | 
to the smallest alteration being made in | 


Church, but of all Churches, is largely 
'taken up with attempting to find some 
clear, logical, impeccable formula whi-h 
shall,in unmistakable terms, determinethe 
precise relation in which the civil power 
|should stand to the spiritual. No such 
| formula has ever yet been found ; no such 
formula, in my opinion, ever will be found. 
| And fora very plain and pregnant reason, 
which is that human society and the 
interests of various portions of human 
society are so intimately interwoven, and 
are so absolutely inseparable in practice, 
that, devise what theories you please, lay 
down what principles you like, you will 
always find the spiritual interfering with 
the secular, and vou will never be able to 
avoid the secular interfering with the 
spiritual. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: Oh. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I think not. 
And could I have a better proof of it 
than the speech which has just been 
made? The hon. Gentleman has told us 
that in the interests of the spiritual wel- 
fare of the great religious community to 
which he belongs, he looks forward to 
coming to this House for assistance in 
dealing wth property, no doubt, in the 
first case; but you cannot deal with 
charitable religious trusts without touch- 
ing the doctrines connected with them. 
It cannot be done; and, although there 
is not any mention in this Bill of any 
formulas of either of the two Churches to 
which the Bill primarily belongs, can any- 
body deny that, implicitly if not explicit- 
‘ly, th's House is creating, and cannot 
help but create, a religious trust? And 
directly you create a religious trust you 
must, explicitly or implicitly, settle on 
what religious terms that religious trust 
is to be held. 


Mr. PERKS: May I say that the 
Methodist Church has been twice to 
Parliament, dealing with millions worth 
| of property, and on neither occasion has 
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Parliament thought it desirable or neces- 
sary to interfere with the religious trusts 
by which such property is held. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understood 
the hon. Gentleman looked forward to a 
period when he and his friends would 
have to apply to this House on a question 
on which their existing trusts, which are 
bound up with religion, with formulas, 
with doctrine, which are inseparable from 
doctrine—— 


Mr. PERKS; Not our doctrinal trus‘s. 
On our constitutional union we should 
have to come to Parliament, but not for 
iny variation of our doctrinal trusts. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
know the precise terms on which the 
trusts of the Weslevan Church are held; 
but if that great religious Church carries 
with it any doctrinal significance at all, 
and I presume it does, then if the 
doctrinal terms are to be altered, the 
Wesleyan Church will have to come to 
this House to enable it to retain the 
property while altering its formulas. And 
for my own part—I do not speak for 
anybody else; other people may, and do, 
take a stricter view of the nature of re- 
ligious trusts than I do—I shall always 
he found on the side of union and on the 
side of freedom. But do not let anybody 
imagine that by any refinements of logic 
vou will ever be able wholly to separate 
the interests of an ecclesiastical body 
irom that great secular organisation of 
which, after all, it is a part, from which 
it derives its authority, and by whose 
support, and by whose support alone, it 
retains its property. After all, let it be 
remembered, when appeals have been 
made tous, as they have been made, not 
to destroy the utility of the United Free 
Church by depriving it of its property, 
or what is supposed to be its property, 
that, in itself, is an appeal to Cesar, as 
was said by my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Durham. 

I myself think there is a good deal 
of confusion about this question of 
spiritual independence as it was con- 
ceived by our forefathers, and as it 
is conceived at the present time at 
any rate by large bodies of Christians. 
I feel confident that no student of 


ecclesiastical history will ever suppose 


Mr. Perks. 
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that those who struggled for spiritual 
independence struggled for the right to 
modify their c-eed. They never took 
it into their heads that their creed 
i either could be modified, or ought to 
/ be modified, without serious spiritual 
'danger to the whole religious body to 
‘which they belonged. Now when 
people talked of spiritual independence 
they did not mean the desire simply to 
keep as free as possible from State 
interference. They mean also the power 
‘not to modify the fundamental and 
essential doctrines which lay at the 
basis of their religious creeds, but to 
modify those formulas of subscription 
which time inevitably makes old, whicl 
the progress of knowledge, the changes 
that take place in the sphere of 
philosophy and the sphere of criticism, 
the changes which no formulas will 
guard you against, render somewhat 
inappropiate to the religious needs of 
'any given time. These two meaning; 
are quite distinct; and when I hear 
‘hon. Gentlemen talk as though they 
were now struggling, as though they now 
desired, to retain the sort of spiritual 
independence of whith our forefathers 
; spoke, I think they have not taken 
/adequate account of the great change 
which has taken place, no! in one body 
of Christians, butin all bodies of 
Christians, not in one Church, but in 
all Churches. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY made an observa- 
tion which was quite inaudible in the 
Reporters’ Gallery, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We are not 
suggesting any change. It is historic fact. 
I think a change has taken place, and I 
think every Church is conscious of it, 
The hon, Gentleman who has just sat 
down told us that he had reason to 
believe that the great body of the 
United Free Church in Scotland were 
opposed to Clause 5 ofthe Bill. I believe 
he did that great body an injustice. He 
also talked as 1f we had deliberately tried 
to put a pistol to the head of the United 
Free Church and to say to them, ‘ We 
_ know you strongly object on conscientious 
grounds to doing anything in regard to 
the Act of 1693, but unless vou will do 

| this violence to your beliefs vou cannot 
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have that relief from Parliament which 
otherwise we should he ready to give 
you.” Sir, just as I think the hon. 
Gentleman greatly misrepresented the 
views of the United Free Church 
when he said that they objected 
to this relaxation, so he certainly has 
greatly misrepresented the views of 
His Majesty’s Government in intro- 
ducing this clause into the Bill. 
We desire no corrupt bargain in the 
matter. It was no question of do ut 
des, no question of giving up on either 
side a cherished conviction. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): 
make it into two Bills? 


Why not 


Me, A. J. BALFOUR: Well, because, 
as the hon. Gentleman knows, if it were 
in two Bills it would not pass. [Tronical 
cheers.]} May I ask what there is in 
that perfectly plain and candid state- 
ment to provoke ironical cheers? Is 
that a discreditable motive, is that a 
Parliamentary intrigue, is that a course 
which any statesman need be ashamed 
to take? On the contrary, I think it is 
plainly justified and plainly consistent 
with common sense and common pru- 
dence. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): May IT ask, as we 
were challenged for the reason for 
cheering, why would it not pass in two 
sills, if it is so excellent and good a 
thing ? 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, now, 
did anybody ever hear anything like 
that? The right hon. Gentleman listens 
every day to a cross fire which I have 
to undergo at Question time with regard 
to measures as to which it is impossible 
for me to promise the smallest hope that 
we shall be able to pass them into law 
this session. They are all good Bills, 
all excellent measures; does that secure 
their passage? Does the right hon. 
Gentleman’s experience of his own period 
of office suggest that all the good Bills 
which he and his friends contrived to 
devise, because they were good, were 
therefore likely to pass? We all 
know under what pressure legislation 
is carried on in this House, we all 
know the difficulties which beset 
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its path. We think that this clause 
is really relevant to the interests of 
Presbyterianism in Scotland; and in 
dealing with what will be a great 
settlement of a great Presbyterian diffi- 
culty we think that we are amply justified 
in taking the course we are taking. I 
defend that on general grounds as well as 
on particular grounds, 


I spoke just now of the interests of 
Presbyterianism in Scotland. I refuse 
to regard the interests of the Presby- 
terian Churches in Scotland except 
under the broader formula of the in- 
terests of Presbyterianism in Scotland. 
The hon. and learned Member for the 
Border Burghs was good enough to praise 
some words which fell from me long before 
this unhappy controversy arose, on the 
occasion of the junction of the then 
United Presbyterian Church and_ the 
then Free Church. Sir, I withdraw 
nothing that I then said. I rejoiced in 
that union; [ mourn over the separation 
which has since taken place. I regret it. 
I think it is melancholy. T look forward 
in the future, perhaps not in the near 
future, but in the future, to a union 
amongst all these bodies, All of them 
sprang from one fountain-head. The 
paths which they have severally pursued 
have never widely deviated so far as 
doctrine or theslogy is concerned; and 
though there have been controversies, 
bitter controversies, they have been 
connected, not, as I think, and not, I 
belive, as any impartial critic will think, 
with the ess*ntial doctrines of religion, 
but rather with the external relations 
of the Church and the State. Still, 
surely, it is not beyond the powers of 
Christian wisdom, and that which is the 
root of Ciuristian wisdom, Caristian 
charity, to do something in the future 
which will heal these most unnecessary 
wounds, self-inflicted, as I think, 
upon the great body of the Prosby- 
terian Church in times gone by. 
That is a general reason why I think 
anything which is germane to one of the 
greatest of these bodies, the parent, 
after all, of all of them, is not out of 
place when we are dealing with the best 
interests of the United Free and the 
Free Church. 


But I think there is a more par- 
ticular and even closer reason why you 
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should do this thing. I think that 
the judgment of the House of Lords, 
and especially some observations made 
by the Lord Chancellor in the course of 
that judgment have, rightly or wrongly, 
made many of the adherents of every 
Presbyterian Church in Scotland consider 
whether the precise formulas of sub- 
scription, which in the case of clergy of 
the Church of Scotland we owe to the 
Act of 1693, ought not to be modified, 
Let me remind those Members of the 
House who are not Scottish Members of 
a reason which affects the Church of 
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Scotland in a manner in which it can. 


affect no other religious body that I 
know of, certainly none on this side of 
the Tweed, and certainly not the Church of 
England. The ecclesiastical Courts of the 
Church of Scotland are the absolutearbiters 
in allcasesof heresy; that is tosay, the 
test whether a man has or has not 
violated the ecclesiastical and theological 
principles of the Church goes, not to any 
civil tribunal or any tribunal with a civil 
admixture, but to ecclesiastical Courts 
with which the civil tribunals have no 
title whatever to interfere. And who 
constitute these tribunals? They are 
constituted, as everybody knows, of the 
General Assembly of the Church of 
Scotland ; and in that General Assembly 
there is, if not a half, very nearly a half 
of lay elders. The lay elders, therefore, 
are a part of the spiritual organisation 
of the Church. They are not merely 
members, but a part of its spiritual 
organisition. They form an element 
in its Courts. They have power of 
deciding on the great questions on 
which the Church is the only arbiter. 
The Church has the power of deciding 
the formula of subscription of these 
office-bearers, and it has decided it, and 
decided in a very wise, sober, and con- 
servative spirit, which makes it perfectly 
certain, I think, that no liberty that 
will be given to the Established Church 
is likely to be abused. 


But is there not an extraordinary 
inconsistency in giving the Church 
liberty to settle the terms of sub- 
scription of some of its office-bearers 
and denying any liberty of settling the 
terms of subscription of other office- 
bearers? Mind, it is bound in both 


cases by the Act of 1690, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


It is not! 
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suggested in this Bill that any power 
should be given to the Church to depart 
from the Act of 1690, cr to prove faithless 
to the sum and substance of the Re- 
formed doctrine as set forth in the 
Westminster Confession. That is not pro- 
posed, and I do not believe that any power 
of that sortis even claimed by the United 
Free Church, although | believe that they 
arrogate to themselves, and perhaps 
rightly, a theoretical claim to alter their 
formulas and make themselves into 
Roman Catholics or members of the 
Orthodox Church, or of any Church which 
exists or ever has existed. Whether a 
liberty of that kind is of any value 
I do not know, but I am sure that 
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it will never be exercised by the 
United Free Church. They will do 
in the future as they have done 


in the past; they will do in the future 
what I hope the Church of Scotland will 
be permitted to do—they will adhere to 
the sum and substance of the doctrine of 
the Reformed Church, and they will not 
put aside as a statement of useless 
historical doctrines the West minster Con- 
fession, which has borne so marvellous a 
part in educating and developing the 
mind and the religious feelmg of tli 
people of Scotland. 


Now, Sir, the point I want to press 
on the House is that until the Lord 
Chancellor gave. his judgment it was 
pessible--I think it is still possible, 
but it was not only possible, but 
easy, before that—for the members 
of the Church of Scotland to say that 
the Ecclesiastical Courts were really 
the authority that determined — the 
theology of the Scottish Church, and 
that doctrines which were never regarded 
as heretical by the Church Courts were 
doctrines which might be held and 
preached by the ministers of the Church. 
I do not myself individually dissent from 
that view now. Speaking for myself, I 
should be inclined to hold it still. But 
if you do not introduce this fifth Clause 
you will touch the consciences, perhaps 
the over-sensitive consciences, of many 
of those who are anxious to be 
ordained, who are ready to devote their 
lives to the spiritual interests of the 
Church, become its ministers, and preach 
its doctrines, but who examine, with per- 
haps over-scrupulous care, the terms of 
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subscription and do not take into account 
those broader considerations to which I 
individually should be inclined to give so 
much weight. Cannot we, ought not we. 
to do something for these people? Is it 
not monstrous unfairness to say to them, 
“The theology of the Established Church 
does not differ from the theology of 
the United Free Church, but the way 
to the one is barred, and the way 
to the other is not barred.” It is 
no question, of course, of competition 
for ailitv. The House will not suspect 
me of looking at it from so poor and mean 
alevel. But I think it is a very great 
hardship that you should allow a man 
with conscientious views, such as I have 
described, to be an elder of the Church, 
to be a member of the General Assembly 
of the Church and to form part of the 
Court which judges cases of heresy, but 
should not allow him to be a minister of 
the Church. I think it is a great 
absurdity. I think it is worse than an 
absurdity. Ithink it isa great hardship. 


As to those who think we are uprooting 
the historical foundations of the Church 
of Scotland, may I remind them that the 
legislative Charter of the Scottish Church 
isnot the Act of 1693, which Clause 5 
does touch, but the Act of 1690, which 
Clause 5 does not touch. It mav seema 
paradox, but it is nevertheless a historical 
truth that the Act of 1693 was more or 
less forced upon the Scottish Church in 
the interest, strangely enough. of what 
would now be called liberal theology. The 
Act of 1693 was passed by William ITI. 
in order to compel the Scottish Church 
to amit certain ministers who had been 
Episcopalians and whom the Church was 
desirous of excluling from the ministry 
at the time of the Revolution. It is 
that stringent Act which was then passed, 
strangely enough, in the interest of so- 
called liberalism, and that Act alone, 
which we propose to alter, What was 
thought suffic'ent for the mother Church 
of all Scottish Presbyterians at the time 
of the great Reformation settlement 
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surely is enough for the Established | 
Church of Scotland in the year 1905? I. 


venture to claim that, while doing an 
act of justice to the members of the 
Scottish Church and doing it in a Bill 
which, in my judgment, is strictly re- 
levant to that object, we are doing it in 
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a manner so moderate, so constitutional, 
and so carefully observant of all the 
traditions and foundations of Presby- 
terianism in Scotland, that I do not 
believe even those who are most anxious. 
to stand by the old ways, those who are 
most suspicious of all modern innovation, 
can, in truth, find any just reason to 
complain of our action. 


Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.), 
speaking from personal knowledge ot 
the circumstances, said the desire for 
union which had gone on for many 
years matured during 1900, A small 
minority dissented, and the present 
troubles grew out of that dissent. The 
United Free Church represented one- 
fourth of the whole population of Scot- 
land, while not 2 per cent. of the popula- 
tion was connected with what was known 
as the legal Free Church. It was be- 
lieved that the union would open up @ 
new era in the religicus life of Scotland. 
As a member of the United Presbyterian 
Church, he had his own views on certa:n 
matters which had been introduced into 
the Bill. He respected the small minor- 
ity of ministers who did not feel disposed 
to enter the union, but he could not fail 
to rea'ise that they represented on this 
question a dying cause, and one which 
could not in the spirit of the age make 
progress, whereas the United Free Church, 
notwithstanding the past year of great 
peril, had gone on progressing, and raised 
over a million of money, and had shown 
a spirit and heart which they should all 
rejoice to see in connection with Christian 
work. 


In regard to the judzment given 
in August last, he could not permit him- 
self to express his opinion of it. He did 
not regard this Bill as anappeal to Cesar. 
The United Free Church did not ask for 
liberties which it did not possess al- 
ready, The judgment, which had been 
characterised by many as a monstrous 
injustice, had requircd the United Free 
Church to come to Parliament to 
get the wrong righted. The conscience 
of Scotland in regard to the equity of the 
situation had been aroused, and a demand 
had been raised for a speedy judgment and 
a free-handed Executive Commission to 
deal equitably with the matter at issue- 
He felt privileged at being in Parliament 
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when this great issue was before it, and 
it would be a great satisfaction if he were 
able to help in righting the wrong which 
had been done. He hoped the Bill would 
quickly pass, and that the result would be 
to restore harmony in Scotland and enable 
that Church which had shown such 
marvellous recuperative power to con- 
tinue its great work not only for Scotland 
but for the nation and the Empire. He 
regarded the introduction of Clause 5 asa 
m 8take, but he hoped the Bill would be 
pushed through and put an end to the 
litigation and heart-burning which they 
all regretted. 


*Str WALTER THORBURN (Peebles 
aud Selkirk) deeply regretted that the 
o'd sore had to some extent been re- 
introduced into this debate. The desire 


of the House—at all events the object 
which he and many others had in view— | 


was to bring back peace and concord to 
Scotland. No one was more sincerely 
anxious than he to see a just and equit- 
able settlement of this question. He 
regretted it had not beer possible for the 
two parties to meet in conference and 
arrive at a settlement which Parliament 
would have been only too glad to confirm, 
as it would pass the wit of man to frame 
a measure which would be considered 
just by all parties, and he doubted 
whether even the Angel Gabriel could 
satisfactorily perform the task. Be- 
ing a member of the Church itself he 
approached the question with an 
absolutely unbiassed mind. The Church 
of Scotland had admittedly endeavoured 
to steer an even keel between the parties. 
Whatever settlement was arrived at he 
was anxious to see just, and even 
generous, treatment given to the smaller 
body, the great majority of the congre- 
gations of which would be non-self- 
supporting. He wished most sincerely 
to see the United Free Church put in 
possession of ample means to carry out 
the great work which must fall upon it, 
A very large proportion of the congrega- 
tions which would remain connected with 
the United Free Church were wealthy con- 
gregations; butat the same time he wished 
to see absolute justice meted out to them 
in connection with this matter. He was 
very glad indeed to notice that his right 
hon. friend the Lord-Advocate had 


deemed it fit and proper to make con- 
Mr. Findlay. 
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cessions in connection with this Bill, 
The Lord-Advocite was in possession 
of all the facts, and knew exactly what 
means the Church had at its disposal, 
and he was therefore in a better position 
to judge than hon. Members of this 
House who were not so familiar with the 
facts. Consequently he was glad to find 
that the Lord-Advocate saw his way 
to provide for the Free Church, and at 
the same time to avoid what was con- 
sidered objectionable by the members 
of the United Free Church, namely, the 
pooling of all the resources of the Church, 


He was in favour of giving large powers 
to the Executive Commission. There 
wes upon that Commission a number of 


| gentlemen of whom no one in Scotland 


could deny that they were high-minded 
and honourable, and he felt sure that they 
would give the most careful and inde- 
pendent consideration to everything that 
was put before them. They would hear 


all the evidence pro and con, and he was 


convinced that whatever judgment they 
propounded would be looked upon by 
the vast majority of the people of Scot- 
land as being satisfactory and in the 
interests of justice. He felt that 
although their judgment might not 
be agreeable either to one or 
both of the bodies immediately 
concerned, at the same time he felt 
certain that their judgment would be 
founded on justice. 


With regard to the 5th Clause, only the 
same liberty was being asked for the 


Church of Scotland as was enjoyed 
by the two other bodies. He did 
not know anyone in Scotland who 


objected on principle to the passing 
of Clause 5. It was admitted on all 
hands that this clause was desirable, 
and, if it was desirable, surely the House 
should not object to pass it. He re- 
eretted very much that hon. Members 
connected with the Nonconformist bodies 
of England had seen fit to interfere in 
this debate, and to movea Resolution 
which, if passed, wou'd prove fatal to 
this Bill. Personally, he felt that those hon. 
Members were more actuated by the de- 
liberations of the Liberat on Society than 
by any particular interest in the settle- 
ment of this question. He looked upon 
the passing of Clause 5 as the first and 
most important step towards that greater 
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union which he hoped was not very far 


distant. He believed it would pave the 
way for parties coming together, and the 
greatest aspiration of his life was to see 
all the Presbyterian bodies of Scotland 
united under one National Presbyte'ian 
Church. At the present time there was 
not the slightest doubt that both in the 
home field and in the mission field there 
was 8 enormous amount of overlapping, 
and this would be avoided by the union 
which he hoped to see brought about 
before very long. He trusted that if a 
division was pressed upon this question 
at any rate allhon. Members for Scotland 
would vote against this Resolution, and he 
hoped sincerely that when they divided 
upon the Second Reading of this measure 
it would be read a second time with very 
little difference of opinion between hon. 
Members representing Scotland. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that his hon. 
friend appeared to have based his 
remarks almost entirely upon the speech 
which preceded his own, and which he 
confess‘d himself not able entirely to 
comprehend. Therefore, perhaps, he would 
be pardoned if he endeavoured to put 
what he believed to be the position of 
English Nonconformists in this matter. 
First of all, he felt confident that as long 
as the Church was established they 
had a right to take an interest in its 
proce edingsand its methods, and, indeed, 
in both the creed and the formula of 
the Established Church. Otherwise why 
was the Church established and connected 
with the State. He thought the right 
hon. Gentleman would be prepared freely 
to admit that they had a right as 
Members of Parliament to take an interest 
in any Church that was by law established. 
So much for the justification of hon, 
Members taking an interest in a Bill 
Which did not appear at first sight to 
affect their particular part of these 
islands. In his opinion there was a 
question of great importance brought 
in by Clause 5 of this Bill. They had 
been told over and over again that all 
Clause 5 did was to alter the formula 
of subscription for the Westminster 
Confession, Surely if the creed or 
Confession of the Church was out of 
date they ought to be able to alter it, 


and he entirely agreed with the Prime 
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Minister in the view that men ought not 
to be “cabined and confined” to the 
formula of bygone ages. He would like 
to see the utmost liberality and freedom 
in the revision ®f creeds which, after 
all, were not divine, but were merely 
the attempts of men putting into words 
what their conception for the time being 
was of the ideas they were trying to 
preach. To come forward with the 
proposal to relax the doctrinal require- 
ments of a Church by means of retaining 
the ceed as it was and altering the 
formula of subscription seemed to him 
not exactly a straightforward proceeding. 
They must look on this matter not merely 
as it affected the comfort of a particular 
Church. The chief thing was not the 
comfort of persons in a Church, but the 
effect on the Church as a mission to those 
outside the Church. His chief objection 
to the proposal lay in the fact that this 
was 2 step toward relaxation not by the 
courageous method of revising a creed 
out of date, but by inventing some 
formula of subscription which might ease 
tender consciences. The effect of this 
on the opinion of those outside the Church 
was not likely to lead to the effectual 
carrying Out of the mission in which the 
Church was engaged. He believed the 
Prime Minister would with him 
entirely in that. He did not like to use 
the word dishonest, but it seemed to him a 
little evasive to alter the formula of sub- 


agree 


scription while retaining the creed 
unaltered. 

What kind of formula were they 
to have under Clause 5? It was 


not stated in the Bill. It migkt be 
altered, he presumed, from time to time. 
He would ask the Prime Minister whether 
it would not be possible to draw up a 
formula to enable a person to subseribe 
to the Westminster Confession in a frame 
of mind such as that which was shown 
in the right hon. Gentleman’s most inter- 
esting book ‘“ Foundations of Belief.” 
He had ro doubt that such a formula 
could be invented. While he and his 
friends were certainly in favour of the 
utmost liberty in doctrinal matters, and 
ready to do ali they could to enable not 
only this Church butall Churches to march 
with the progress of knowledge and of 
thought, they could not see that either 
by the device of Clause 5, or by retaining 
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State control over a Church, those ideals 
could ever be reached. 


With regard to the endowments of 
tke legal Free Church—the small 
minority which won the case in the 
House of Lords—he said as a Free 
Churchman that he believed there 
was no greater evil which they could do 
to a Church than to provide money which 
would remove the incentive to effort. 
The words “ to provide adequately for the 
Free Church” as they stoed in the Bill 
meant that out of the moneys belonging 
to the United Free Church enough was to 
be taken to support the ministers and 
fabrics—in fact, to provide the money 
required in full and ample quantity for 
this tinv Church consisting of about 
twenty-six congregations. It was a pro- 
pes:] to endow that Church with an 
amplitude of money which would make 
them independent of any of their own 
efforts. As a Free Churchman he said 
there was no surer way to kill a Church 
than to do that. Although a par- 
ticular Church might ask for, and wish 
to get. as much money as they could get. 
the right hon. Gentleman would find, if 
he considered that aspect of the question, 
that the most cruel thing he could do to 
any Church was to endow them in such 
a way that no effort was required from 
their own supporters. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
said the Bill was the result of litigation 
between the majority and the minority 
of the members of the Free Church in 
order to determine their rights as to the 
property of theChurch at the time of the 


union with the United Presbyterian 
Church. The result of the litigation had 


been to deprive the majority of all pro- | 


perty in the Church, the whole of it being 
given to the minority. 
mission had reported that the minority 
was not ina position to carry out the 
trust which had been handed to them by 
the House of Lords, and in these circum- 
stances Parliament was called upon to 
legislate in order that a trust which had 
practically lapsed or become inoperative 
might be made operative. It made no 
difference to Parliament what was the 
purpose of the trust. It might, as in this 


case, be a Church, or it might be an 
educational endowment, or it might be 


Mr, Wiitley. 
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a beneficiary scheme. In all cases, 
Parliament dealt with the trust and 
endeavoured to legislate in such a manner 
as to make the trust operative, having 
regard to the changed circumstances, 
with the view of carrying out the in- 
tentions of the donor. He quite agreed 
that the decision of the House of Lords 
was a final judgment of a Court of 
law in this matter, and he also agreed 
that any action which this House might 
take must be based on principle. There- 
fore, as the Lord-Advocate had stated, 
the first consideration should be the 
‘adequate provision for the due per- 
| formance of the purposes for which the 

Neither was he 





funds were raised. 
| disposed to quarrel very much with the 
| Lord-Advocate’s second proposa! that the 
| provision made for the equipment of the 
| Free Church must be according to the 
| standard in other Presbyterian Churches, 


Now, Churches did not exist for private 

| profit; if that had been the case the 
| House of Lords would have distributed 
'the money at once to the parties legally 
‘entitled to it. There was this peculiarity 
| about Church properties, that they were 
| endowments gathered up for the purpose 
|of carrying on the work of the Church, 
| and in order to aid the voluntary efforts 
and self-sacrifices of those who carried 

/on the work of the Church. Therefore, 
in carrying out the trust it Was nota 

| question of giving money to this person 
|or that, but of imposing on the Church 
|which got the money a burden in order 
| that she might carry out the trust by an 
/equipment suitable to the number of its 
membeis, He quite recognised;that the 

| minority were entitled to some conisidera- 
|tion. ‘They were conscientiously opposed 
'to the Church going into the Union, and 
‘they fought their case in the Courts of 
law, and succeeded in the end in vindicat- 
ing their rights. On the other hand, he 
had considerable sympathy for the United 
Free Church, and for this reason; that 
that Church separated from the Estab- 
lished Church in 1843 on the ground that 
they desired the Church to have spiritual 
independence, and to have the right to 
legislate on Church matters free from 
State control. The Free Church was 
told at that time that they could not be 
a State Church and receive State endow- 
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spiritual independence, On being told 
so, the ministers and members of the 
Free Church at once acquiesced in the 
situation, gave up their churches, manses, 
and all their other property, and formed 
themselves int? aCburch founded and sup- 
ported entirely on the free-will offerings 
of the people. Having done that, they 
naturally thought that the Church had 
obtained her freedom. The very object 
of a constitution was to protect the 
tights of a minority, and to bind down the 
Church to a certain course of action. 
The effect of a constitution was to bind 
the Church as a whole, and it enabled 
the Law Courts to come in and interpret 
the contract. That was exactly what 
was done in this case. The Free Church 
founded itself on a purely voluntary 
principle, by which he meant the 
principle of self-sacrifice and of paying 
their own way. Many of the members 
stated that they still adhered to th> 
Establishment principle, and that they 
would prefer to be an Established 
Church, but having been told that that 
was impossible so long as they 
maintained the principle of spiritual 
independence, they accepted the 
situation, and the Establishment principle 
then became a merely academic question, 
and the Free Church thereafter was 
carried on in every respect as a purely 
voluntary Church. 


What, then, was the position of the 
Free Church and of the United Presby- 
terian Church? They found that in 
Scotland there was a good deal of 
over-lapping in Church work, and they 
came to the conclusion that, as they 
were both voluntary Churches, they 
should unite on the basis of being 
supported by the free-will offerings of 
the people. They took the very highest 
legal opinion in Scotland on the subject, 
and that opinion was that a union 
would be perfectly lawful, and that it 
could be accomplished without any 
danger to their funds or their property. 
The Scotch Law Courts also unanimously 
decided in favour of the Union. What 
more could an association of persons for 
Church and religious purposes have done 
to protect themselves than to act 
according to the highest legal opinion in 
Scotland, corroborated by the unanimous 
¢pinion of the Scotch Bench? The 
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decision of the House of Lords had 
certainly caussd the greatest surprise 
throughout the whole of Scot!and, and 
the members and ministers of the Free 
Church and the United Presbyterian 
Church were in no way to blame for the 


result. Forty years ago he had to do 
with a similar matter when the 


Reformed Presbyterian Church united 
with the Free Church. He was 
in the position of advising the 
minority in the Reformed Presbyterian 
Church, who wanted to claim the 
property of that Church, and he took the 
view that the property must go with 
the majority. He was as satistied then, 
as the House of Lords was now satisfied, 
thit the minority had a good title to 
claim the property of the Reformed 
Presbyterian Church; but if they had got 
that property it would have been a trust 
which would hive had to be carried out at 
great expen:e. What he advised, then, was 
that they should hold fast; and now, by 
virtue of the House of Lords decision, 
they had the whole property. 


Reference had been made to Clause 5. 
He considered that it ouzht not to have 
been introduced into the Bill at all. It 
had no relation to it. What Parliament 
was doing was practically settling a dis- 
pute between two private parties respect- 
ing private property. If the matter had 
been dealt with by a Committee upstairs 
it would have been held that the Church 
of Scotland had no/ocus standi. The Act 
of 1693 imposed certain formulas on the 
Church ; but anyone who was a lawyer 
would know that in a Church there was 
not only spiritual jurisdiction, but civil 


rights, It was not sufficient to hold 
that a clergyman must be bound 


by the Confession of Faith; he got the 
living through the patron, and that was 
a civil right which the ecclesiastical 
Courts could not interfere with. In 1693 
it was necessary to bring in an Act of 
Parliament to make it obligatory on 
ministers to sign the Confession of Faith ; 
and under that Act the Civil Courts were 
given jurisdiction. He thought it was a 
mistake that Clause 5 should have been 
introduced into the Bill at all. There 
was no use in saving that the Church of 
Scotland was supreme in these matters, 
because there was an appeal to the 
Courts as to whether any action of the 
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General Assembly was ultra vires or not. 
‘'he House was asked on the ipse dixi 
of the General Assembly to give power 
to alter the formula, but the King’s 
Commissioner who opened and closed the 
General Assembly declared that the 
Church was under the control of the 
State; and that itscreed must be ratified 
by Act of Parliament. He thought, 
therefore, it was a pity that the Church 
of Scot'and, taking advantage, apparently, 
of the necessity of the Free Church, 
shou'd hive interfered at all. Where 
were tieir interests affected? Whatever 
might be argued in this House there 


could be no doubt whatever about the | 


leeling of the people of Scotland regard- 
ing what seemed to be a little sharp 
practice on the part of the Church of 
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which paid their own way. In the 
voluntary Churches if the people were not 
satisfied they stopped the supplies, but 
inan Established Church where there was 
an endowment there could be no question 
of such a thing; the people simply left, 
Was the Church here to have the power of 
altering its formula and changing it by the 
vot? of a majority. It was not reasonable, 
If there was a minority opposed to that 
change was there to be another split? 
Was the House of Lords to be once more 
applied to to say that the change in the 
formula was w’tra vires, and that there- 


| fore the property must pass to the minority 


who protested against this change, If 
they once opened a door of that kind 
there would be no end to disagreements 
in the Church. Let them put. their 


ocotland. 


No one would object to the 


formula into an Act of Parliament and 


Church of Scotland having freedom, if | then the Church would have to obey it. 


ic did not 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
sain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW( Leeds) 
sanbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt Hn Sir MichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bull, William James 
Buxton, N. E( York, N.R,Whitby 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, Rt Hn J A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother j 


Mr. Cauldwell. 


have a State endowment. | 
It was monstrous to say that a Church | 
which had all the endowments of a State 
was to have the same freedom as those | 
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Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn J A (Wore 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Dorington, Rt. Ha. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, Capt EC(SAndrw’sB’ghs 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sird(Mane’r 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Aves, 203; Noes, 
(Division List No. 275.) 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, NE) 
Finlay, RtHnSirR. B(Inv’rn’ss) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Fowler, Rt Hon. Sir Henry 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn. J E (Elgin & Nairn 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nd'rry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords. N.W. 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford,W. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col W. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
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Lee, Arthur H (Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Reginald J( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Maconochie, A. W. 

MWCrae. George 

Wiver, SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
MKean, Joha 

WKillop, James (Stirlingshire ) 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH.E(Wigt’n) 
Maxwell, W.J. H.( Dumfriesshire 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John (Montrose 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy. Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretvyman, Ernest George 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Austin, Sir John 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 

srige, John 

Bright, ANan Heywooa 
Broadhurst Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burt, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Evans. Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Feawick, Charles 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, Joha Sharp 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Main Question put, and agreed to, 


Bill read a second time, and com- 


mitted for To-morrow. 
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| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

Purvis, Robert : 

| Pym, C. Guy 

| Rankin, Sir James 

| Reid, James (Greenock) 

| Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 

Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 

Ridley, S. Forde 
Xitchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 

Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

| Round, Rt. Hn. James 

| Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 

| Sackville, Col. S. G. (Stopford 

| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

| Saunderson, Rt.Hn Col Edw. J. 

| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 

| Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

| Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick RB.) 

Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.{Renfrew 

Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith,Rt.Hn.J Parker(Lanarks 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Edward Jas(Somerset) 

Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Taggart 

Stirling-Maxwell, Sie John M. 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 





NOES. 


Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire’ 


Kearley, Hudson E. 


| Lambert, George 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 


Lewis, John Herbert 


| Llovyd-George, David 


Lyell, Charles Henry 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Mara, James 


Parrott, William 

Perks, Robert William 
tickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Bifion) 
Robso., William Snowdon 
Russell, T. W. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Sitting. 


And, there 
‘set down for the Afternoon Sitting, Mr. 
| Speaker left the Chair until the Evening 
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Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn J.G(Oxf’dUniv. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M- 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Rt Hn Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Catheart (Orkney 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton undLyne} 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,SirW. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Slack, John Bamford 
Taylor, Theodore C. ( Radcliffe} 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
| Tillett, Louis John 
| Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Warner, Thomay Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York; E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. } 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE Noes—Mr. 
Alfred Hutton and = Mr. 
George White. 


being no further Business 
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EVENING SITTING, 
THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 
The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means from this 
Evening’s Sitting. 
SUPPLY [June 297u]. 
Resolutions reported. 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
42,768,300, be granted to His Majesty, to 


defray the Expenses of the Personnel for ' 


Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc., 
including the cost of Establishments of 
Dockvards and Naval Yards at Home and 
Abroad, which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on March 
31st, 1906.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£4,816,900, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of the Mat/riel for 
Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc., 
including the cost of Establishments of 
Dockvards and Naval Yards at Home and 
Abroad, which will come in course of pay- 
mont during the vear ending on March 
31st, 1906.” 


3. ‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£7,827,800, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Expense of the Contract Work 
for Shipbuilding, Repairs, ete., which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on March 31st, 1906.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


First Resolution. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) moved to 
reduce the Vote by £100. He did so, he 
siid, in order to renew the protest, which 
he had made on a previous occasion 
against the continued expenditure at Wei- 
hai-Wei. He thought the Government 
should now face the question of clearing 
off these items of expenditure in connec- 
tion with this bathing station. 

Amendment proposed— 

* £2,768,300, and insert 
Whitley)— instead there- 


“To leave out 
* £2.768,200 ’ — (Mr. 
of.” 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That, ‘ £2,768,300, 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


THE SECRETARY vo tHe ADMIR.- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) said if the hon. Gentleman be- 
lieved this expenditure was only made 
for the purpose of a bathing establish- 
ment he had a perfect right to object to 
it, but this Vete, asa matter of fact, went 
a little further than that. Wei-hai-Wei 
was necessary as a Summer base for the 
Fleet on the China Station. It was 
rendered necessary by the fact that the 
clima‘e of Hong-Kong was very bad in 
the summer months, and. therefore, it 
was essential to have a summer base in 
which the Fleet could carry out its 
necessary training exercises. This was 
not a large expenditure, and it was fully 
justified, in the opinion of the Admiralty, 
by the training advantages offered by 
Wei-hai-Wei in respect to climate and 
situation. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth) said the hon. Gentleman opposite 
had asked his hon. friend the meaning of 
this increased expenditure at Wei-hai-Wei. 
That was a Quest'on they were all en- 
titled to ask, and he would repeat it be- 
cause he happened to know something 
about the place and took an interest in 
this matter. A friend of his who had re. 
turned from South Africa was sent out to 
Wei-hai-Wei in a military capacity for 
the purpose of training troops, That 
gentleman had learned a good deal 
about the capacity and methods of the 
Boers, and had said it was extremely 
instructive to compare the capacity of 
the Chinese and the Boers, and he ex- 
pressed his opinion that if we were going 
to retain this place for any length of time 
we should have a first-class Army com- 
posed of Chinese troops then in training 


which might be used to very great 
advantage to assist our forces in the 


Far East. But Wei-hai-Wei as a place of 
arms had come to a standstill, and he 
(Mr. Lucas) was rather curious to know 
what was the mean'ng of the increase 
of expenditure. The Secretary to the 
Admiralty had said that Wei-hai-Wei 


was a valuable adjunct to Hong-Kong, 
because Hong-Kong, as everybody who 
had been there knew, was not a very 
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salubrious place in the summer. 
hai-Wei, therefore, had its advantages. 
He, for one, did not complain that the 
hon. Member hal thought proper to 
move a reduction of the Vote. He hoped 
the Admiralty would not go to un- 
necessary expenditure, but as long as 
money was not wasted he did not 
think anybody could wisely complain 


{12 Jury 1905} 





of the very moderate increase which 
appeared in the Estimates this year. 


Since the Vote came up on the last | 
occasion several events had happened. | 
Manceuvres had recently taken place, | 
aid it was of the first importance for us to 
know what had been the upshot of those 
manceuvres. He desired to explain to | 
the Secretary of the Admiralty why he | 
pressed him for as full an Answer as he felt | 
justified in giving. Operations connected 
wih the Navy were to a great extent | 
coicealed in mystery. Toa large portion 
of the population the Navy was not only 
an unknown quantity, but an unseen | 
quantity, and they had no means what- | 
ever of informing themselves as to what 
progress had been made with the Fleet in 
comparison With the fleets of other | 
nations, or as to our naval requirements 
He did not ask what would be the result | 
of putting to the test the preliminary 
operations which were decided on in time 
of peace ; but he wished the Secretary | 
to ihe Admiralty to satisfy, as far as he | 
could, the questions which arose in the 
public mind, and solve the doubts which | 
suggested themselves to the man who 
contemplated the possible result of a real | 
contest with a great naval Power, 
Everybody knew something of what the | 
Army was doing, and were inclined to 
form an opinion as to the capacity of the 
military forces. When the Army was put 
to the test it became a common saying 
that our military misfortunes were all 
learned in the Long Valley at Aldershot. 
What they wanted to be sure of was 
that in the event of our Navy being put 
toa similar trial there would be no danger | 
of deficiencies being manifested which 
would imperil our position in a time of | 
crisis. They wanted to know what re- 
ports had been received as to the naval 
manceuvres. 


Me. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- | 
d‘e) contended that the hon. Member | 
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Wei- | could not refer to the naval manceuvres 


on this Vote. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said if the hon. Mem- 
ber intended to lead up to the question 
of the construction of ships it might be 
in order; but the question of tactics 
would not be relevant to the Vote. 


Me. REGINALD LUCAS said he was 


| : > + . . 
| coming to a definite point respecting the 


personnel of the squadrons in reserve. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON’ sub- 
mitted that only the personnel of the 
dockyards could be dealt with under 
the Vote. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS said he had 
plenty to say on the personnel of the 
dockyards, but if he were told he was 
not allowed to allude to the personnel of 


the Fleet. he would not pursue that 
point. 
*Mr. SPEAKER said he did not 


know what the hon. Member was going 
to say, but if he was going to disouss 


/the quality of the men and the work 


they had done on the ships, that would 


/not be relevant to the Vote, but if he 
|proposed to discuss the construction of 


ships, he thought that might be in order. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS presumed 
that when ships were sent to sea for the 
manceuvres, the dockyards were interested 
in the question of their efficiency ; but 


ihe would leave that point. He wanted 


to know, however, whether the Govern- 
House what was 
their policy in the matter of salvage 
work, whether they intended to develop 
the capabilities of the Royal Navy for 
doing its own salvage operations when 
That was a matter to 
which he had called attention recently, 


| but had not received a reply from the 


repre-entative of the Admiralty. He 
also wanted to know what was the 
present intention of the Admiralty in 
the matter of boilers. He stated the 
other day, from the best information 
he could get, that the Belleville boilers 
had been proved and were said to be 
the best available, not only because they 
gave the best record of steam power 
S 
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at sea, but because they could be better 
repaired at sea without sending the ship 
into harbour. 


*Mr. SPEAKER observed the Belle- 
ville boilers were not manufactured in 
the Royal dockyards, and, therefore, 
coull not be referred to on this Vote. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS said he 
would not press the question; and if 
he were not permitted to refer to the 
manoeuvres he had no more to say. 


Tue Eart or DALKEITH (Roxburgh) 
said he was unfertunately not able to 
be present during the Committee staze 
of this Vote, and he had just one or two 
Questions to put, First of all he noticed 
the reduction of the Dockyard Votes 
for which a great deal of credit was 
taken. Although there had been a con- 
sderable decrease in wages there had 
been no corresponding decrease in salaries ; 
o. the contrary, there had been an 
increase, In the home dockyards there 
had been an increase of 2 per cent. in 
the salaries, and a decrease of 10. per 
cent. in the wages, while in the foreign 
dockyards the salaries were increased by 
6 percent., and the wages decreased by 
“0 per cent. The House should certainly 
have some explanation with regard to 
that. He also wished to know whether 
the reduction in wages was not to a large 
extent caused by the recent shipbuilding 
programme having been more or less 
completed, and the vessels to be kept in 
repair being of a newer type and therefore 
requiring fewer repairs. Since the Vote 
had been in Committee manoeuvres ha:] 
taken place which would perhaps give 
the Admiralty a beiter opportunity of 
siying how the new Admiralty scheme 


was working out. He did not wish 
to discuss those manceuvres at 
all, but he would like to know 


v.hether in consequence of manning the 
ships with what were tered nucleus 
crews for three and sometimes six months 
previous to the manceuvres, there had 
teen a decrease in the work in the dock- 
yards because of the ships being kept in 
better order, and whether, owing to their 
teing kept in comm ssion and being sent 
to sea, there had been fewer mishaps to 
them ; because if that were so that would 
show that we had largely added to our 


Mr. Reginald Lucas. 
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efficiency by the course pursuel. He also 
wished to know whether the Admiralty 
were satisfied with what was being done 
to keep the older ships in repair, and 
he would like to have some informa- 
tion as to whether the Admiralty did not 
consider there was a great risk in leaving 
those ships in their present state, a state 
in whica they were absolutely useless. 
In the fight between Japan and Russia 
there were certainly two old+r armed 
cruisers than any which we had in our 
Navy, and that showed that it was advis- 
able for the Committe? not to be too keen 
in their criticisms, but that they might 
allow a small expenditure to be made so 
as to keep the machinery ot these old 
ships in order, in case they were 
reqttired in time of emergency. 


With regard to the unfortunate 
accidents with the submarine, he 
wished to know what the Adm ralty 
were doing or what they inteaded to do 
to prevent these accijents. There had 
been two very bad disasters with sub- 
marines, and they saw from the Press that 
the same unfortunate accidents occurred 
in foreign nevies. He assumed that the 
boats which had suffered from 
accidents were now in the hands of the 
dockyard authorities, and he would, 
therefore, like to know whether in the 
course of their investigations thev had 
been able to find out if tho e accidents 
were due to faulty construction. 
He thought they ought to have some 
assurance that something was being 
done to prevent the occurrence of sub- 
marine accidents, and to secure the safety 
of the men who manned them. He 
understood that it was very difficult at 
the present time for the officers and 
men engaged on submarines to insure 
their lives at anything like the usual 
rates for men employed in the Navy. 
They had been told that the modern 
warships were going to be more heavily 
armed than in the past, and he wished to 
know whether it was due to the larger 
tonnage, or were they going to build 
them lighter and more in accordance 
with the “Swiftsure” design. He was 
inclined to think that the Admiralty 
had been taking rather too much credit 
for having effected great economies. He 
could quite see that there would be 
large economy in the dockyards’ expenses 


th. se 
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and repairing if they were to have only 
comparatively new ships in the Navy. 
It was evident, however, that if a ship 
would get out of date quicker under the 
new system they would have to have 
a larger capital expenditure upon new 
ships. Although he admitted that a 
reat deal had been done in this direction 
and great economy had been effected in 
regard to the dockyards, still they 
must not forget that there had been a 
sudden reversal of the policy which had 
been hitherto adopted, and, for all they 
knew, if another Government came into 
power they might make another change 
in the direction of adopting the policy of 
former years. Before making such very 
great changes and taking much 
redit for the reductions which had been 
made in one year, the House should be 
allowed to form some judgment upon 
the question and see what chance there 
vas of such a policy being continuous. 


too 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
said he should vote against the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member opposite because 
ie considered that it was only due to 
those men who endangered their lives 
by manning our ships and fighting our 
battles when required, that every pre- 
caution should be taken to provide 
places where they could recuperate their 
health. That was the object of the 
Government in carrving out the present 
policy in regard to Wei-hai-Wei. It was 
of great importance that if they had the 
best possible ships they should also 
have the best possible men, and they 
could not achieve this unless they showed 
more solicitude for the health and welfare 
of the men as they were doing by making 
arrangements at Wei-hai-Wei, whereby 
men whose health suffered would have 
ai opportunity of recuperating. He 
thought the Government would make a 
gieat mistake if thev refrained from 
maintaining the present state of things 
at Wei-hai-Wei. 


He agreed with all that the noble 
Lord had said about submarines. 
They had recently had a very sad 


catastrophe, and he wished to im- 
press upon the Government the impor- 
tance of having in the dockyards the 
personnel and equipment necessary 
to grapple with such misfortunes when 
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they did occur. The greatest possible 
credit was due to the men, in the case of 
the submerging of the submarine at 
Plymouth, for their courage, and the 
manner in which they did their utmost 
to raise the submarine as quickly as 
possible. He urged upon the Govern- 
ment the importance ot having at each 
dockyard implements, equipment, and 
material of the best possible and most 
effective description to deal with such 
disasters in order to raise as quickly as 
possible a submarine in case of accident. 
When they read of the dreadiul suspense 
and considered what those brave 
fellows had suffered, they would see the 
necessity of doing what he had suggested. 
He knew that the Secretary to the 
Amiralty was fully alive to the importance 
of this question, and he trusted that at 
Devonport and other dockyards he would 
see that everything was done that could 
be done to afford speedy relief in case of 
accidents of this kind. 


With regard to the ships which 
were being withdrawn trom the 


Navy, he agreed that it was unwise 
that ships of the second class should 
be kept in the first line of our naval 
detence, but if some of those 
instead of being sold at a small price to 
be broken up, were kept in reserve, the 
time might come when, pressed heavily 
by a severe naval engagement. those 
vessels might be of considerable service 
as supporters of the first line of defence. 
Having regard to the fact that our food 
supply depended upon the efficiency of 
the Navy, and the desirability of securing 
the best possible men to man our ships, 
it was important that they should not 
adopt a cheese-paring policy. He was 
sure that the taxpayer, although his 
burdens were very heavy at present, 
would rather pay a little more than see 
the Navy lacking the necessary funds to 
maintain it in a state of complete effi- 
ciency. 


vessels, 


* Mr. CUMMING MACDONA (South- 
wark, Rotherhithe) said he had been to 
Wei-hai-Wei. He admired the surr>und- 
ings of that beautiful spot and it was a 
splendid place for the Fleet as a health 
resort to recuperate strength during the 
fearfully hot weather aloig the So ithern 
Chinese Coast—a chain of mountains if 
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linked together round the wide-stretching | 


larbour of Wei-hai-Wei would form a 
magnificent harbour of refuge in the tar 
Eastern Seas—and as a health resort was 
unequalled, for on the shores were wells 
bubbling with pristine medical waters of 
great curative power, well known to and 
appreciated by the Japanese when they 
held tke place at the first capture of 
Port Arthur by them. Naval officers 
had informed him that in any weather 
ships of the largest tonnage could go 
into Wei-hai-Wei. Things had changed 
considerably in the Far East, and he 
thought that the Japanese had done a 
most marvellous deed in taking for the 
second time that wonderful fortress and 
harbour of Poit Arthur. The present 
Prime Minister, as Foreign Minister in 
succession to Lord Salisbury, he thought, 
had shown wonderful prescience in 
obtaining a lease from China of Wei-hai- 
Wei. This was the act of a wise Govern- 
ment, and he thanked God that they had 
a Government in power which from past 
experience and knowledge—endorsed by 
the sentiment of the world had seen the 
wisdom of holding Wei-hai-Wei harbour 
as a base ior future naval operations. 
New that we had the Japanese as allies 
in possessicn o1.ce egain of Port Arthur, 
he trusted that a renewed arrangement 
might be entered into with China and 
eapan by which we might have an ex- 
terded lease for ever of this excellent 
harbour. It should not be forgotten 
that this country did 75 per cent. of the 
Chinese trade with foreigners, and China 
of her own free will was very pleased to 
give us the lease of Wei-hai-Wei for as 
king as Kussia held Port Arthur. He 
wculd like to see the name of our Piime 
Minister for ever .dentified with the 
retention cf this great harbour as one 
of his greatest master} ieces of foreign 
policy im the East. For the develop- 
ment of their trade and the pros- 
perity of the Empire it was necessary 
to keep all the territory they had got. 
[Cries of ‘Divide,  divide.”] With 
regard to Newhaven he wished to point 
out that at this place there was a large 
valley which might easily be made into 
one of the finest dockyards in the world. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 


Lerweil!. Peckham) said he was sure the 


House had listened with great pleasure 
‘ 


Mr. Cumming Macaona. 
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to the personal reminiscences of the hon. 
Member fer Rotherhithe. He wished to 
say a few words about the extraordinary 
proposition put forward by the Opposi- 
tion upon this occasion. The hon. 
Member opposite had moved a reduction 
of this Vote without a speech, and that 
was somewhat exvuraordinary. He did 
not think it would be advisable to 
abandon Wei-hai-Wei at this moment. 
Had hon. Members opposite failed to see 
that one of the great disadvantages 
which Russia had been placed under in 
regard to her Navy during the present 
war had been that she had no ports con- 
venient for her ships to go to. {Oppost- 
TION laughter and cries of “Oh, oh!”} 
That laughter proved chat they read no 
other newspaper except the Daily News, 
which did not take up Imperial matters, 


Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): It is the best janer ip 
London. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY, con- 
tinuing, said that the failure of, Russia was 
largely due to the fact that she had no 
places in the Far East for her ships to 
go to to refit and coal. Hon. Members 
opposite did not appear to realise that 
times had changed somewhat since the 
days of Nelson. He thought he had 
now shown the hollowness of the Motion 
which had been moved by the hon. 
Member for Halifax. The Government 
had often been told that they were 
disrespectiul to the House of Commons, 
but what greater disrespect could be 
shown to the House of Ccmmons than to 
move an important reduction upon 
questions like this, and then decline to 
say anything in support of such a pro- 
posal. As to the question of repairs, 
he said he was in favour of the policy 
of having repairs done in the Govern- 
ment deckyards instead of in the yards 
of private firms. When a_ contractor 
built a new ship he estimated for a fixed 
sum, but a contractor could not give a 
definite estimate for repairs. He did 
not wish to cast reflections on the honesty 
of contractors, but he thought that in the 
interests of economy it was advisable 
that repairs should be done in Govern- 
ment dockyards. [An Hon. MemMBER: 
No.| This was a matter of finance, 
and he was quite certain that the right 
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policy was the one which the Government | would be unnecessary to stick to Wei- 


was now following. Contractors were 
human, and they were inclined to take 
advantage of the fact that it was im- 
possible to say in advance how much 
repairing would be absolutely 
necessary 


work 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said the Amendment had reference to 
Wei-hai-Wei. He askel whether the 


hon. Member’s remirks were relevant. 


* Mr. SPEAKER said Wei-hai-Wei was 
one of the subjects, but the discussion 
had ranged over the whole of Section 1 
of the ‘’ote 


Mr. KELR HARDIE: I bez to move 


that the Question be now put. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said if the hon. Mem- 
ber’s Motion had 'related solely to Wei- 
hai-Wei he would have acceptel it, but 
a great many other questions had been 
raised to which the Motion, if accepted, 
would also apply. 


FREDERICK BANBURY. said 
he was glad to see that there was a 
decrease in the cost for “teams.” He 
understood that there hal been a con- 
siderable waste of public money in connec- 
tion with that item in former vears. 


Sir 


3ir WILLTAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 
said he wished to draw the attention of 
the Admiralty to the subject of sub- 
marines. These vessels were only in the 
experimental stage, and he found that 
not only in our own experience but 
in that of foreign countries their use was 
attended with serious danger to those 
on board. He wished to ask whether 
the Government hal under consideration 
the adoption of means to provide against 
that danger. He hoped the scientific 
resources of the dockyard authorities 
were not unequal to the task of devising 
some method of providing the safety 
which was desired. 


Me. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, 8.) said the amount stated in the 
Vote for Wei-hai-Wei in respect of 
salaries and allowances was very small, 
and it did not involve any great question 
of policy. If we held Port Arthur it 


hai-Wei, but he considered it desirable 
that we should have it, seeing that we 
had really no other place of our own 
north of Hong-Kong. Hon. Members 
might say, “ Why do you want Wei-hai- 
Wei when you have an alliance with 
Japan?” It should be remembered that 
we might be at war with another Power, 
and that Japan might be a neutral. It 
was conceivable that we might be 11 
hostility with Japan, and therefore it 
was perfectly clear that we should have 
no dockyar1 at all in the neighbourhoo 1 
if we gave up Wei-hai- Wei, and also that 


we should have no coaling station. 
Recent events had made the northern 


portion of the China Seas infinitely more 
important than it was in former vears. 


Me. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) : 
It is not a dockyard, it is a bathing 
establishment. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON sail 
that was the contention of the hon. Mem- 
ber, but he did not think the Hous? 
would accept that view. 

Sirk FREDERICK BANBURY: Has 
the hon. Gentleman been there ? 

Mr. CALDWELL: Yes, I have. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said i! 
Wei-hai-Wei was only a bathing estab- 
lishment he would not be in favour of 
retaining it, but he contended that 
under certain circumstances which 
might arise it would be of the greatest 
use to us. He ealled attention to the 
charge of £9) in the Vote for the Naval 
Store Depot at the West India Docks, 
and asked why so small a sum was allotte | 
for that store. In the matter of ex- 
penditure on naval works he had always 
felt that more should be done for Ireland. 
One of the best places where ships could 
be built and repaired for the Royal Navy 
was Haulbowline, but it was in a position 
of distinct inferiority to almost all the 
other docks. He suggested that some- 
thing should be done to improve its 
position. 


*Tae CIVIL LORD or rae ADMIR- 
ALTY (M:. AxrHur Lee, Hampshire, 


; Fareham) regretted that certain hon, 
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Members should have treated the ques- 
tion of the provision of a sanatorium 
for the China Fleet as a joke. He had 
served on the China Station through three 
summers, and the climate at that season 
was indeed no joke. It was of the 


utmost Importance to the Fleet that some | 


healthy place should be chosen where the 
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ships could go, and the men could carry 
I ¢ y | 


out their shore exercises. The present 
expenditure on Wel-hai-Wei was only 
for the purpose of fitting the place as a 
sanatorium ; it was moderate in amount. 
and was money well spent. He 
‘would remind hon. Members that 
Important events were taking place in 
the Far East, and surely it was only 
right that we should do everything in 
our power to make the best out of the 
lease of Wei-hai-Wei which we had ob- 
tained from China. 


If 


The question of 
plant in relation to 
a very difficult one. The public and 
the Press hed perhaps naturally 
jumped to the conclusion that if such 
plant hed been maintained the de- 
plorable loss of life in connection with 
the Submarines Al and A& would have 
been obviated. The Admiralty, aware 
of the deep feeling excited in the country, 
had given enxious consideration to the 
matter. but there were many objections 
to keeping salvage plant to be used in 
the event of possible accidents to sub- 
marines. It was obvious that the ex- 
pense could only be justified by the hope 
or assurance of increasing the chance of 
saving life. But these accidents did not 
necessarily take place close to a port or 
dockyard. The modern submarine had 
a very jarge radius of action, and it was 
merely a coincidence that the accidents 
in the case of the Submarines Al and 
A& took place at a short distance 
from port. In the case of the Al, the 
lives of the crew were destroyed with 
such rapidity that no salvage plant, 
however near, could have saved them. 
In regard to A8, again, according to the 
best information of the Admiralty, the 
crew could not have remained alive for 
more then forty minutes; and it would 
not have been possible for the most 
efficient salvage plant to get from the 
dockyard end raise the vessel in that 
short time. 


dockyard salvege 
submarines was 


1s Mr. Arthur Lee. 


| interested 
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DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) 
said they could have lived for more 
than forty minutes as was shown 
the other day in the case of the French 
submarine which sank. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said that the 
information of the Admiralty was that the 
crew could not have lived for more than 
forty minutes. He was not in a position 
to speak of the French submarine, because 
the Admiralty were not yet in possession 
of definite information as to what had 
happened. If hon. Members consulted 
any one familiar with the operations ot 
selvage companies they would find tha: 
there was no sort of stock-plant that could 
be applied to every type of vessel. Each 
case required almost special plant, and 
as far as salving the vessel itself wes 
concerned there was no need for the 
Admiralty to keep its own plant. The 
important part of these salvage opera- 
tions was the work done by specially 
trained divers, who must be constantl\ 
employed to be kept efficient. The 
Admiralty could not keep salvage divers 
constantly employed, and so they thought 
it was better to depend on private enter- 
prise for salvage work. 


As to executing the repairs to the 
Fleet in the Royal dockyards, th: t 
question had been gone into very 
thoroughly at the Admiralty during the 
last few months, and the Admiralty 
had decided that the policy in the 
future would be to execute all the 
repairs of the Fleet in normal times in 
the dockyards. It was quite true that 
recently a good deal of the work had 
been given to private yards ; but that was 
because the arrears had become so great. 
The Admiralty did not disguise the fact 
that the cost of repairs was g.eater in 
private yards than in the Royal dock- 
yards, 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Chester- 
le-Street) said he had the very greatest 
doubt of that. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said he hoped he 
was not reflecting on any interest in 
which the hon. Member was concerned. 


Str JAMES JOICEY said he was not 
ip any private yard for 
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repairing war ships, but he was satisfied 
that the cost of repairs in private yards 
was not greater than in the dockyards. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE: The Admir- 
altvy had only one thing to consider in 
this matter and that was economy, and 
there was no doubt whatever that the 
cost of repairs in private yards had been 
considerably greater than it was in the 
Government vards. They had, therefore, 
decided that all repairs that it was 
possible to effect in the Government 
vards should be carried out there. With 
regard to a suggestion that had been 
made by the hon. Member for Rother- 
hithe that a new dockyard for repairs 
should be made at Newhaven, that 
scheme was apparently intended to 
include a harbour of shelter for merchant 
slips and fishing boats. He could only 
that it was not the policy of the 
Admiralty to increase the number of 
dockyards indiscriminately, but rather 
to improve the efficiency of those in 
existence. He was afraid. therefore, 
i» could not hold out any hope that this 
suggestion would be seriously considered. 


An important point had been raised as | 
to the establishment of nucleus crews, and 
its effect on the amount of repairs done 
in the dockyards. He knew there had 
been apprehension in the dockyards as 
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repairs that would ordinarily be done 
in them; but the keeping of nucleus 
crews on board the ships who 
could remedy small defects was not 
only proving a great economy in pre- 
venting deterioration, but had also given 
most useful employment to artificers 
and the nucleus crews. He had been 
asked a question with regard to Haul- 
bowline. He was afraid he could not 
hold out much hope that the amount of 
repairs there would be largely increased 
but there were certain works in progress, 
and when they were completed the 
opportunities for the employment of 
labour there would probably increase. 
The railwayfication of the dockyards, 
now in progress, would do away with 
much horse and man power in the trans- 
port of materials, and that would involve 
an enormous saving. 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.), amid loud 
and continued cries of ‘Oh, oh!” ani 
** Divide,” rose to continue the debate. 


Mr. WHITLEY rose in his place, and 
claimed to m ve, * That the Question be 
now put.” 


(Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :— Ayes, 157; 
| Noes, 32. (Division List No. 2°6.) 
us. 
. Sir Edw. H. Finch, Rt. Hon. George H 


Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E ) 
Finlay, Rt. Ho.SirR. BUInwrn’s 
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Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W 
Kenyon- Slaney, Rt Hn Col. W. 
Lamont, Norman 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants, Fareham 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol, S 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Tver,SirLewis(Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murphy, John 


Alfred 


Arrol, Sir William 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
signold, Sir Arthur 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir J. C. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S. W. 
Gordon, Hn. J.E(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Question put accordingly, 
* £2,768,300 ” 
tion.” 
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Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
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Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Zolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. — Alexander 
Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Sassoon, Sir Pt Albert 
Seely, Maj. J. E. B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
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Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas. (StaffordsN.W. 
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“That | The 


AYES. 
{ onl Edward Allen 
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Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew 
Sheehy, David 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.(Northa:{s 
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Sullivan, Donal 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
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Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F (Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, Arthur H (Hants Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 


\braham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Baker, Joseph Allen 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
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Broadhurst, Henry 
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Buxton, N.E( York, NR, Whitby 
Caldwell, James 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Commictee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. DALZIEL said he regretted that 
thegshort time which was now available 
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in the evening, but from some unex- 
plained cause the supporters of the 


preferred to occupy the 
obtain some in- 
He 


various — points. 


would prevent them from discussing | wished to know whether the hon. Gentle- 
some of the more important questions} man saw any reason for altering the 
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which| they were anxious to get to earlier 
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to the receiving of deputations of work- 
men at the Government dockyards. He 
did not see why the hon. Gentleman should 
not receive such deputations provided 
that they were thoroughly representative 
of the particular branch of labour which 
they were supposed to represent. The 
ordinary course was to send written 
representations, but that was unsatis- 
factory, ard the men complained that 
they were not brought properly into 
touch with the Admiralty. With regard 
to discharges at the dockyards he should 
like to know the numer who had, up to 
the present been discharged, and perhaps 
the Secretary to the Admiralty would not 
mind telling them when he expected that 
these weekly discharges would stop. The 
Government had promised to do some- 
thing for the unemployed, but he did not 
think discharging men in this way would 
carry out that promise. He also wished 
to know why the Admiralty had adopted 
the plan of doing more of their work in 
private dockvards, and whether anything 
had been done in reference to the pay- 
ment of a living wage to some classes of 
the men employed. He noticed that 
whilst something like £202,000 less was 
being paid in wages the salaries had gone 
up by £5,677. He thought this fact 
required some explanation. 


Navy 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said that with 
regard to what had been said about re- 
ceiving deputations at the Admiralty, 
his point was that they refused to receive 
the recognised leaders of trades unionists. 
Almost all the large employers of labour 
arranged trade disputes through the 
trades unions, but the Government still 
clung to the old tradition that matters 
in dispute between themselves and their 
workmen must be settled directly. This 
attitude was against the best interests 
of the public service, because the loss of 
time in dealing separately and directly 
with each section of the workpeople was 
very great. Ii such disputes were settled 
through the union officials and properly 
discussed, there would be greater peace 
and harmony amongst the workmen, 
and consequently better work in the 
various departments. The Postmaster- 
General had recently used very strong 
language bec.use the Post Office em- 
ployees had circularised Members of 


Parliament, but Government employees 
Mr. Dalziel. 
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had no option but to take this course 
when they were subjected to such treat- 
ment as he had described. In reference 
to contract work versus direct employ- 
ment. he did not know whether hen. 
Members were aware of the greet dis- 
parity which existed between the velue 
of the work done in the Government 
vards and that which was given out to 
the centractors. It had been proved 
that the repairs were done more economi- 
cally in the Government vards than 
outside, and the same argument should 
apply to construction. But even it 
construction done in Government dock- 
vards did not show a saving over simular 
work done in private dockyards, it was 
admitted that it did not cost anv more 
when done in the Government dockyards, 
Therefore, if there was any preference at 
all shown in regard to construction it 
ought to be in favour of the Government 
dockyards. The amount spent upon 
work in the Government dockyards was 
£2,750,000 as compared with £7,827,000 
spent upon contract work. But that 
was only part of the statement, because 
in additicn to that there was material 
to the extent of £4.816,000 which was 
also got frem contractors. The bull 
of thix material might easily be produced 
inside the Government vards. 


Withregard to the dismissals at thedock- 
yards the number had been estimated 
at 3,000 who had either been dismissed 
or were under notice to leave, and this 
policv was being carried out at a time 
when the Government hed refused to 
do anything for the vnemploved. Ee 
assured the Government that this policy 
would require a good deal of defending 
to convince working men of the justice 
of this course. He wished to know how 
it was that whilst the amount paid in 
wages had been largely reduced, the 
amount paid in salaries had increased 
by £3,677. The rate of wages being 
paid in the dockyards was lower than the 
rate paid in private yards, and he con- 
tended that the Government should, in- 
stead of being a “sweater,” set an 
example to the private employer in the 
payment of labour. The Secretary to 
the Admiralty had suggested that to 
increase the wages would mean an un- 
necessary addition to the national ex- 
penditure of £100,000, whcreas the truth 
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of the matter was that the men were 
being robbed of that amount in wages. 
It was only when wages were in question 
that there was any difficulty in finding 
money. 
would give an assurance that the wages 
of the lower-paid workers would receive 
consideration this vear with a view to 
their being brought up to a living 
standard. He called special attention 
to the condition of labour at Portsmouth 
and the near prospect of further dis- 
missals from the dockvard. The position 
there was desperate, and local resources 
were almost exhausted. The fact that 
the men had been brought specially to 
the town to meet the convenience of a 


Government Department constituted a | 


strong claim for considerate treatment. 


It should be possible to tind employment | 
in the Government yards there and to | 


put an end to the prospect of swelling 


the ranks of the unemployed at Ports- | 
If that course were not taken | 
he hoped that at any rate the Admiralty | 


mouth. 


would use their influence with 
Government to confer additional power 
upon the local authorities in the direction 
of tinding work for the unemployed. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that he would 
take the opportunity to reply to some of 
the points raised in the previous debate 
and which had not been answered at that 
time. As to the labour question, he 
pointed out that the Board of Admiralty 


not only received deputations of workmen | 
but made it a practice to visit the dock- | 
yards themselves in order to give the men | 


an opportunity of personally stating their 
Such grievances as existed 


gr ilevances. 


were directly represented to the Admir- | 


bi, 
aity 


and were considered by them. 
Moreover, it was the practice of the First 


Lord of the Admiralty to receive regularly | 


every year a deputation of trade union 
representatives at the Admiralty, who 
laid before him and the Bos~1 all the 
points which they desired raise on 
behalf of labour. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said his point 


was that if, when a dispute arose, the 
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He hoped the hon. Gentleman | 


the | 
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time of the Department and secure more 
amicable settlements. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle) asked whether 
it was the fact that the Committee at 
present perambulating the dockyards 
had declined to take evidence with regard 
to labour grievances. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that was the 
case, because the matter was outside the 
reference to the Committee. The griev- 
ances, where they existed, were repre- 
sented directly to the Admiralty and 
considered by them. ‘The position in the 
dockyards was somewhat different from 
that m ordinary employment, and it had 
been held that in view of the possible 
requirements of national defence it was 
not desirable that there should be a 
trade union embracing the whole of the 
employees in dockyards. 





| Admiralty received a trade union secre- 
| tary when he accompanied himself and 
‘his colleagues, but refused to receive 
| him if he went alone to represent his own 
_ union. 


| 

| Mr. SHACKLETON asked why the 
| 

| 


Mr. PRETYMAN said the Admiralty 
were perfectly prepared at certain times to 
receive a deputation and to hear represen- 
tationson behalf of trade unions generally, 
but that the workmen who might be re- 
sponsible for preparing the Navy for the 
instant action which was necessary in 
war should all be affiliated with a trade 
union, which might influence their action 
at a critical moment, was not a position 
that the Admiralty could accept. 


Mr. SHACKLETON : Does the hon. 
| Gentleman mean that workmen ingthe 
dockyards are not to be permitted to 
join a trade union ¢ 


Mr. PRETYMAN: No. 


Department would see the trade union 


officials and discuss the points of dis- | 
agreement they would avoid wasting the 


Mr. SHACKLETON :: Then what is 


the object of the observation / 





was exactly as he had stated it. 


regret that had been expressed. 
what the 
Members opposite 


was alternative ? 

were 
urging upon them the necessity for 
economy, and with perfect justice ; but 
he would ask them by what means it was 
without 


possible to effect economies 


reducing the amount of employment in | 


the dockyards. It happened that the 


reductions had not arisen simply on the 


score of economy, but from the new 


system which had been put in force in 


the Navy. The system of nucleus crews 


and the getting rid of ships that were | 


not fit for the first line of battle had 
greatly reduced the amount of repairs 
The whole of the 


repairing work went to the dockvards, 


that were necessa BY. 


but there was not suflicient to employ 


all the men. 
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Mr. PRETYMAN said the position 
As to 


the discharges, he entirely shared the 
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after which it was expected there would 


again be full employment. But these 


| economies would be permanent, and there 


But | 
Hon. 


continually 


would not be the same amount of work 
in thedockyards in future. The Admiralt ; 
were trying to spread the discharges as 


far as possible over the summer months 


It would surely not be | 


when, although doubtless difficult, it 
was less difficult than in the winter to 


find other employment. It was 


very 
regrettable, but if blame attached to the 
Admiralty in this matter it was for 
taking on so many men in the first 
instance rather than for discharging them 
now. It was frequently said that the dock- 
yards should be run on business principles, 
But the custom of private firms was to 
take 


‘amount of work they had to do at a 


on men in accordance with the 
particular time, and only vesterday he 
heard that a firm on the Clyde had only 
4,000 men employed at present whereas 


their normal number was 8,000. 


seriously suggested that the Admiralty | 


should provide work not required for the | 
Navy at the expense of the taxpayer in| 


order to keep the men employed. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON asked 
how it was that while wages had been 


reduced salaries had increased. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that that was 


not the case. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE suggested that 


tive days a week should be worked until | 


such time as the men could find em- 
ployment elsewhere. 


Mr, PRETYMAN did not think that 
such a proposal would meet ‘with accept- 


x - —_ 
ance in the dockyards. Short time was 


au excellent system for an interregnum. 


Mr. DALZIEL: There are excep- 
tional circumstances there. 
Mr. PRETYMAN doubted whether 


/any emplover of labour would say so. 
But even so, the circumstances of the 
Admiralty were somewhat exceptional. 
Unless the House was prepared to vote 
money out of the Navy funds for work 


not required for the Navy there was no 
means of avoiding these discharges. 


There had been no reduction of wages, 
5 


and the increase in salaries had_ been 


| merely the automatic increase. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Has the official 
staff been reduced 2 


Mr. PRETYMAN said there had been 
no reduction in the department at present. 
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It might be possible to reduce the salaried 
staff, but that could not be done until 
they received the Report on the question 


of organisation. 


The plan of carrying out repairs by 


the nucleus crews had been tested 


in the week of the manceuvres which 
Within the 


last few days 112 ships in commission 


had just taken place. 
in reserve, manned with nucleus crews, 
had been engaged in manceuvres with 
the Channel Fleet and two cruiser squad- 
rons, and there had not been a single 
casualty and not a single breakdown. 
These ships had been constantly in re- 
pair. It was satisfactory to feel that 
these 112 ships in reserve had been able 
to go out in a condition to fight, with 
nucleus crews on board sufficient to man 
There had 


preparation, because no preparation was 


and fight them. been no 
necessary, and in the case of actual war 
there would be none of that preparation 
which called attention to what was being 
hundred 


equipped for war, had been round the 


done. Two modern — ships, 
shores of these islands and nothing had 
been heard of them. That was a tact 
which proved the value of the system 
whichhad been introduced, and he thought 


the House would approve of the result. 


As to the question of the living wage, he 
believed that in the dockyards the rate 
of wages that was being paid was at 
least equal to the current rate for similar 
district. Owing to the 


labour in the 


congestion in Devonport and other 
districts rents had been extremely high, 
and it had been difficult for unskilled 
labourers receiving £1 or £1 ls. a week 
to find sufficient accommodation at a 


reasonable rate. He believed that one 


result of this reduction of labour, un-| 
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fortunate as it was in itself, would be to 
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set free a number of houses, relieve the 
With 
regard to repairs and construction, he 
had little 
Committee. 


congestion, and so reduce rents. 
to add to what he said in 
All repairs went to the 
dockyards. There was no intention to 
take construction from the dockyards: 
but only to maintain the present policy of 
a fair and reasonable division of the 
between 


work of new construction as 


the dockyards and the private yards. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said the 
hon. Gentleman had now admitted, he 
that the 


rental conditions in some of those dis- 


believed for the first. time, 
tricts were exceptional, and to say that 
a reduction might be looked for as a 
result of the system of discharges now 
going on was a poor way of looking at the 
question. The duty of the Government 
was to ascertain what those exceptional 
conditions really were, and to pay such 
wages as would enable the men to cope 
with them. The example of the Home 
Office with reference to the Metropolitan 
Police was one to be followed in this 
respect. As to the reception of trade 
union deputations by the Admiralty, 
it did not take place every year; some- 
times five years elapsed before such a 
deputation was received, so that it wes 
hardly fair for the hon. Gentleman to 
represent that it was the regular practice 
of the Admiralty to receive trade union 
deputations. The proper course would 
be to have a trades council of the men 
who could come face to face with the 


Admiralty from time to time. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON rose to 


continue the debate. 
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Navy 


Mr. PRETYMAN rose in his place, and 


claimed to move, “‘ That the Question be 
now put.” : 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON : 


wasting two hours ! 


After 
This is what we get 
for coming to look after the workmen’s 
interests ! | 


While the House was being cleared for a 


division, 


{COMMONS} 
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accepted. Was that in accordance with 
the usual custom under which the closure 
was granted ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. Member 
was incorrect in saying that he moved 
the closure on one item—the reduction 
moved had opened up all the subjects of 
the Vote. Upon the reduction which was 
moved, any of the matters that were 
relevant to this Vote could have been 


discussed, and a great number of them 


were discussed. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE, seated, and with 


his hat on, submitted, as a point of order, 


that he had at ten minutes past ten 


moved the closure on one item of this 


Vote, which had been 


after forty minutes’ discussion on the 


entire Vote, the closure was moved and. 76. 


Agg-Gardner, James ‘Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
3alcarres, Lord 
3alfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Manc’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W.( Leeds 
Janbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
3each, Rt. Hn.Sic Michael Hicks 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. HnJ.A.( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Dalkeith, Earl! of 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn.Sir Joseph C. 


refused. 


now put.” 


Now, 


AYES. 


Douglas. Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de ‘Tatton 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn .Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt. HnSirR. B.( Inv rn’ss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(WarwickSW. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn J. E.(elgin & Nairn 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence{ Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heat!:, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Heato:, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert 'T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John( Kent. Faversham 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 


The House divided : 
(Division List No. 278.) 


Question put, “ That the Question be 


Aves. 114; Noes, 


| Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col.W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpoo:) 
Lawson, Hn. H. L.W.(Mile End 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenheac.) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.s. 
Long, Rt.Hn. Wa!ter( Bristol, 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh W. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Ear] 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 





Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
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Robertson, Herbect (Hackney) | 
| Thornton, Percy M. 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. E:lw. M. 


Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 


Sadler, Gol. Samuel Alexander | 


Setoa-Karr, Sir Henry 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spear, John Ward 

Talbot, L ord. E. (Chichester) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Hey wood 


Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | 


Buxton, N. E( York, NR, Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C 

Donglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 

Findlay, Alexander( Laiark, NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 


Question put accordingly, “* That this 


House doth agree with the Committee in 


the said Resolution.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Aranold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Brin, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Maneh’r | 


Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.( Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 

Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
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Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walcond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 


NOES. 


Hutchinsoa, Dr.CharlesFredk. 
| Joicey, Sir James 
| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
| Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W 
Lamont, Norman 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M'Crae, George 
M*Kean, John 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Moss, Samuel 
Murphy, John 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N. 
O'Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


74. 


AYES. 


igaold, Sir Arthur 


B 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Joha 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain, RtHaJ.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 


Dalkeith, Earl of 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 115 ; 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.( Isle of Wight) 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer. Rt.Hn.0. R.( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Ure, Alexander 

White, George (Norfelk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 


Mr. Shackleton and Mr. 
Arthur Henderson. 


Noes, 


(Division List No. 279.) 


Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Ha. Sir Joseph C. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamHart 


Egerton, Hon, A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, RtHn. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHaSirRB(Inv’r vss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Horster, Henry William 
Foster,Philip S.( Warwick,S. W. 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
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Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Adjournment. 
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Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage _ 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 


Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S, | 
| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 


| Lowe, Francis William 


Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry | 


Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent Faversham 


Hunt, Rowland 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 


Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.{E. 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Baker, Joseph Allen 
Boland, John 


Brigg, John ‘gs 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Buxton, N.E.( York, NR,Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. ¢ 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Edwards, Frank 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone. Rt Hn HerbertJohn 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Second and Third Resolutions to be 


further considered to-morrow. 


TRADE MARKS 


Considered in Committee : 


report Progress ; 


Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Iver, SirLewis(Edinburgh, W 
M Killop, James (Stirlingshire ) 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 


(RECOMMITTED) 


to sit again to-morrow. 





Morgan, David J(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James Greenock) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 


NOES. 


Higham, John Sharp 
Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Joyce, Michael 

Keariey, Hudson, FE. 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Lamont, Norman 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

Markham, Arthur Basil 

Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Dowd, John 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. 


Charles J. (Coventry) | 
, Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
| Whitmore, 
| Willoughby de 
| Wolff, 


TELLERS 


Adjournment, 504 


| Rutherford, John (Lane ashire) 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East 
DD. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 


Edw. M. 


Charles Algernon 
Eresby, Lord 
Gustav Wilhelm 


THE AyEs— 
Acland-Hood 
Valentia. 


TELLERS FOR 
Sir Alexander 
and Viscount 


O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, — k Joseph 
Reddy, 

oer ahi John E. (Waterford 
Roberts, John Bryn (Kifior) 

Seely, Maj.J.E.P.(Isle of Wiglit 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G, 

Stack, John Bamford 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas,‘ David Alfred(Merthy: 

Tomkinson, James 

Ure, Alexander 

White, George (Norfolk) 

White, Luke (York, E.R. 

Whitley, J. H. (Halfiax) 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmec 


FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone’ v and 
Mr. Wiliiam M‘Arthur. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Qu:stion propose!, 


“That this House do now adjourn.”- 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood,) 


BILL. Mr. 
Committee ham, 
ronage 


Secretary to 


ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
Barnard Castle) asked the Pat- 


the ‘Treasury 
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whether, in the arrangement of public 
business, it was possible for him to influ- 
enee the Prime Minister in the direction 
of pushing forward the Unemployed Bill. 
lhe representatives of organised labour 
had given and were prepared to give 
every possible assistance to secure the 
passage of the measure. They had not 
forgotten the acute suffering of last 
winter, and when the Government intro- 
duced their Bill they were exceedingly 
hopeful that it would be passed so that 
it might come into operation in the en- 
It could not be said that 
Labour Members were responsible for any 


The 
obeyed the behests of the Prime Minister 


suing winter. 


waste of time. Gentlemen who 
and the Government Whips had between 


them wasted more time during the 
present session than would have sufficed 
to carry this Bill through all its stages. 
The Bill passed its Second Reading by 
the largest majority any measure had 
secured during his three years of Parlia- 
mentary life; it was earnestly desired 
hv the organised workers of the country ; 
and he appealed to the Government not 
to allow matters to drift on to the end 
of the session without an effort being 
made to place the measure on the Statute- 


hook. 


Mr. SHACKLE TON (Laneashire, 


Clitheroe) assured the House that 
this was no mere idle protest; it 
Was serious business. What was the 
position ? ‘The present Secretary for 


Ireland, impressed by his experiences of 
last winter, persuaded the Government 
to bring ina Bill. Every Labour Mem- 
ber supported the Bill, not because they 
thought it went far enough, but because 
at any rate it settled the principle that 
the had 
towards the unemployed of the country. 

VOL. CXLIX, 


nation some responsibility 
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‘lhey were anxious that the measure 


‘should pass, but other proposals, cer- 


tainly of less importance to the workmen, 
had been placed in front of it.®; The 
present protest was made with a deep 
sense of responsibility. The 12th of 
to the 
Members ; they were prepared, if neces- 


August was nothing Labour 
sary, to sit to September 12th to carry 
the Bill; they feared to meet the coming 
winter unless some machinery were in 
force to deal with the suffering which 
would inevitably arise. Even now, in 


the summer-time, thousands of men, 
willing to work, were unable to tind em- 
ployment. Were the Government. pre- 
pared to sit quietly down, and leave to 
labour leaders the responsibility of facing 
the situation / He wanted no riots or 
breaches of the peace ; he would do all 
he could to dissuade the men from taking 
that course, as he had done in reference 
to marches to London ; but he appealed 
to the Government not to put too much 


on them. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Shettield, Brightside), 
while not endorsing all that had been 
said, cordially supported the main object 
of the appeal. Many supporters of the 
Government felt very strongly on the 
matter, and he hoped the Prime Minister 
would find time to carry the measure 
through. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
associated his colleagues and himself 
with the appeal which had been made, 
His object in rising was to make a prac- 
tical proposal, which would not in any 
way hinder the programme of the Govern- 
ment with regard to the Redistribution 
proposals. The Prime Minister had an- 
nounced that Friday would be given to 
the Scotch Education 


Bill. Personally, 
T 
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of the House. 


he was in favour of that measure, and influence with those Gentlemen  every- 


would be glad to see it passed into law, , 


but before a day was devoted to it an 
assurance should be given that it was 
intende1 to place it on the Statute-book, 
otherwise the day given would be a pure 
waste of time. Inasmuch as it was 
perfectly well known that the Govern- 
ment did not intend to carry that Bill, 
he thought that Labour Members had 
sound ground for complaint in the fact 
that there would be a day wasted which 
would be probably sufficient to dispose 
of the next stage of the Unemployed Bill. 
Further, if necessary, he thought the 
public spirit of the House should be 
called for a Saturday sitting. 
Personally, he was as Gonstantly in atten- 
dance as the Chief Whip opposite himself, 


and his Saturdays were very precious, 


upon 


but he and his colleagues would gladly 
give up their Saturday's rest to see this 
Bill put through. It would be seen that 
these suggestions would not in any way 
affect the Redistribution proposals ; they 
were made solely in the interests of the 
Unemployed Bill. 


that measure he would say nothing ; it 


Upon the merits of 
seemed 2 verv poor and inadequate 
attempt to deal with the question, but 
it was something, and in these matters 


he deferred to the opinion of the 
labour representatives. They — con- 
sidered the Bill of some value, and 


taking that view from them, he most 
earnestly joined in the appeal which 
had been made, and hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would convey to the Prime 


Minister the suggestions he had made. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
pointed out that the only obstruction 
to the Bill came from half-a-dozen Mem- 
bers on the Government side of the House, 


If the Patronage Secretary would use his | 
Mr. John Redmond, 


thing else would be easy, and the Bill 
would have a swift passage through its 
various stages. He joined in the appeal, 
and cordially supported the suggestion of 
the hon. Member for Waterford. 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) hoped 
that in any re-arrangement of business 
the Government would bear in mind the 
absolute necessity of passing the Scotch 
Churches Bill, which was of infinitely 
more importance at present than the 
Education Bill. 
suggest that the ecclesiastical measure 


should be taken on Friday. 


If necessary, he would 


Tak PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY oF TREASURY (Sir A 
ACLAND-Hoop, Somersetshire. Welling- 


THE 


ton) said he could) only promise to 
convey to the Prime Minister the 
substance of what had been said. 


He was atraid that hon. Members over- 
with Gentlemen on 


He much 


appreciated the temperate and earnest 


rated his influence 


his own side of the House. 


way in which hon. Members had spoken, 
and he would certainly acquaint the 
Prime Minister with what had passed, 
but it must be clearly understood that 
he could not undertake that there should 
/be any departure from the programme 


of business already announced. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said the 
Bill was not opposed on the Opposition 
_side of the House at all, and if the right 


hon. 


with the supporters of the Government 


Gentleman’s influence _ prevailed 


there would be no difficulty whatever in 

| getting the Bill through. 

| 

: 

{ (Question put, and agreed to. 

Adjourned at a quarter before 
One o'clock. 
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HOUSE 


{15 
OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 15th July, 1905. 


VISCOUNT HAWARDEN. 

Petition of Robert Henry Maude, 
Viscount Hawarden in the Peerage of 
Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the 
election of Representative Peers for 
Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord 
Chancellor to consider and report there- 
upon to the House. 


PRIVATE BILL 


ATember. 


BUSINESS. 


Rhondda Urban District Couneil Bill. 
Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Denman be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bill in the place 
of the Earl of Craven; read, and agreed 
to. 


Rotherham, Maltby, and Laughton 
Railway Bill. Reported from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments. 


Speech indicates revision by the 


Midland Railway Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments. 


South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas 
and Coke Company Bill [#.1.]. Com- 
mitted. 


commencement of a 


at the 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
~(No. 11) Bill. Report from the Select 
. Committee, That the Committee had not 
< proceeded with the consideration of the 
> Bill, the opposition thereto having been 
% withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on 
‘ the Table. The orders made on the 
s2ith of June and the 4th instant dis- 
charged, and Bill committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway Bill; Baker Street and Waterloo 
Railway Bill; Edgware and Hampstead 
Railway Bill; Great Northern, Picca- 
dilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 1) 
Bill. To be read 3* on Monday next. 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill. , 
Read 3°, with the Amendments; a'! 
further Amendment made ; Bill passed, | 
and returned to the Commons. 
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London County Council (Tramways) 
Bill. Brought from the Commons; 
read 1*; and referred to the Examiners. 


Hessle Gas Bill [H.t.]. Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments. 


Bolton Corporation Bill; Wemyss 
Dock Bill [u.1.]; North-Eastern Rail- 
way Bill; North-Eastern Railway 
(Steam Vessels) Bill. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Lord 
tavensworth and the Lord Hindlip be 
proposed to the House as members of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in 
the place of the Earl of Craven and the 
Lord Clinton; read, and agreed to. 


North-Eastern Railway Bill; North- 
Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) #Bill. 
Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Ludlow be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place 
of the Duke of Northumberland, and 
that the Lord Ludlow be Chairman of the 
said Committee; read, and agreed to. 


Glasgow Corporation (Tramways Con- 
solidation) Order Confirmation Bill [#.1.!: 
Glasgow Corporation Order Confirmation 
Bill |#.u.]. To be read 2* To-morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. House in Committee (ac- 
cording to order). Bill reported without 
Amendment. Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill. House in Committee 


(according to order). Amendments made. 
Standing Committee negatived. The 
Report of Amendments to be received 
To-morrow. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill [H.u.]. Read 3* (according to order), 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 3434. Argentine Republic. 
No. 3435. China (Foochow). 
U 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 
Thirty-third Annual Report of the 


Local Government Board, 1903-1904. 
Supplement containing the report of the 
medical officer for 1903-1904. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 

Circular letter addressed to General 
Officers Commanding-in-Chief in substitu- 
tion for the circular letter of 20th June, 
1905. 


NORTH SEA FISHERIFS INVESTIGATION 
COMMITTEE. 

Report on fishery and hydrographical 
investigations in the North Sea and 
adjacent waters, 1902-1903. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


EXCHEQUER AND AUDIT DEPARTMENTS 
ACT, 1886. 

Treasury Minute, dated 10th July, 
1905, requiring that the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General shall extend his 
audit of the accounts of the Crown Agents 
for the Colonies, hitherto restricted to 
the office fund, and shall verify the 
quarterly certificates of cash and securi- 
ties held by them in trust for the Colonies. 


RULES PUBLICATION ACT, 1893. 
No. 220. Additional Rule. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


COAL MINES (WEIGHING OF MINERALS) 
BILL. 


(Seconp READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Reading 
read. 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, this is 
a non-contentious measure which has 
come up from the other House and which 
deals with the weighing of coal. As the 
House is probably aware, under an Act 
passed when my noble friend Viscount 
Cross was Home Secretary, the men were 
given power to obtain an official of their 
own for the purpose of weighing the coal. 
This Pill provides, among other things, 
for the appointment of a deputy official of 
this character, who is known as a check- 
weigher; it provides the method of 
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| electing this official, and there is a pro- 

vision imposing on the employers the 
necessity of giving him shelter and 
facilities. The Bill also provides for 
the removal of the check-weigher by 
ballot, and regulates the persons who are 
to contribute to his wages. The Bill is 
the result of negotiations between re- 
presentatives of the masters and men, 
and everything of a contentious char- 
acter has been eliminated. TI believe no 
debate took place upon it in the other 
House, and I hope the Second Reading 
will be assented to without opposition. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 
2*,””__(Lord Newton.) 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, the 
noble Lord is correct in stating that this 
is @ non-contentious Bill. It has been 
agreed to by both masters and men, and 
His Majesty’s Government give a general 
approval to its provisions. 


On Question, Bill read 2°, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


PUBLIC MEETINGS (FACILITIES) 
BILL [u.1.]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 5* to-morrow. 


DISSEMINATION OF NEWS IN WAR TIME. 
*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH rose “ To ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty whether, 
considering the fact that we expend 
millions of pounds every year on the 
maintenance of cavalry for land service, 
and scouts and cruisers for sea service, 
whose chief business during war would be 
to ascertain what the enemy may be 
doing, it is not desirable to consider the 
question of our having to undergo some 
national inconvenience as regards the 
dissemination of news, in case of war or 
grave emergency, for the purpose of 
concealing our own warlike proceedings ; 
and whether, considering the success 
that has hitherto attended the Japanese 
system of keeping secret the movements 
of their land forces, and the state and con- 
dition and whereabouts of their fleets, 
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he will cause the laws and proclamations 
of Japan, bearing on the subject of dis- 
semination of news, to be translated and 
presented to both Houses of Parliament, 
together with some other documents 
on this subject, so as to enable the public 
in general to study the question as to 
whether our laws require alteration.” 


The noble Lord said: My Lords, I 
much regret the absence of the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, and not only his 
absence but the cause of it. I hope 
that his health may soon be restored. 
I have put this Question off for six weeks 
in the hope that he would be present 
when it was discussed. But in the 
public interest I do not think that 
there should be any further delay in 
the study of this matter. If we are 
ever engaged in a war with a_ great 
Continental Power, the importance of 
the questions to which I am about to 
refer will only be equalled by the diffi- 
culty of dealing with them. Therefore, 
I think that they deserve careful study 
in time of peace. 


The Times of the 25rd of May of this 
year mentions a number of cases in which 
information was conveyed by British 
newspapers to an enemy who made full 
use of the knowledge thus obtained. For 
instance, in September, 1805, a month 
before the battle of Trafalgar, Nelson 
wrote to the Governor of Gibraltar 
requesting him to prevent the publisher 
ot the Gibraltar Gazette mentioning the 
strength of his Fleet. He had good reason 
for so doing. Three months previously, 
on the 10th June, The Times had stated 
that Nelson had but ten ships with him 
when he crossed the Atlantic in search of 
Villeneuve’s Toulon Fleet, and that the 
“ Royal Sovereign ” had been left behind 
at Ferrol beeause she sailed badly. I 
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| 


can scarcely imagine anything more likely | 


to defeat Nelson’s plans than the publica- 
tion of such news. The Duke of Welling- 
ton also frequently complained oi the 
information furnished to the French by 
the British newspapers. His complaints 
were well grounded. Berthier, the chiet 
of the Emperor’s staff, wrote to Masséna— 


* We have the most perfect information from 
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the Opposition, some of which censure Lord 
Wellington and speak in detail of your opera- 
tions.” 


in War Time. 


On the 7th of November, 1810, Napo- 
leon wrote— 


“We have news of the Army of Portugal up 
to the 16th. It comes from the English news- 


| papers, who say that the two armies were 


facing one another on the 15th, five leagues 
from Lisbon.” 


On the 7th of May, 1811, Napoleon 
wrote— 

“T send you the translation of the English 
newspapers. You will see that on the 18th 
of April Wellington had passed the Tagus. 
Have these despatches copied and sent to the 
Dukes of Istria and Ragusa, and to General 
Belliard.”’ 


On the 15th of August, 1810, during the 
siege of Cadiz, Wellington complained— 

“That he had seen in the English newspapers 
an accurate account of the batteries and works 
erecting at Cadiz and on the Isla, with the 
number of guns each was to contain; their 
calibre, their distance from each other, and 
from the enemy’s works.” 


This complaint does not appear to have 
had much effect, for he repeated it to 
Lord Liverpool] in January, 1811. 


In those days news from Cadiz would 
have had to come to England in a sailing 
vessel, to travel in a postchaise to London, 
and then when printed to go by post- 


| chaise to the sea coast. cross the Channel 


in a sailing vessel, and then go by post- 
chaise or courier to Cadiz. So that three 
or four weeks would elapse before such 
news could reach the army opposed to 


/us, and by that time it would have lost 


th: English and much better than that possessed | 


by you. The Emperor reads the English news- 


| 


a great deal of its freshness and its value. 
Whereas at present the contents of the 
London papers would have been known 
to the besiegers of Cadiz twelve hours 
after they had been published. 


Adiuiiral Sir Cyprian Bridge, who has 
held the appointments of Director of the 
Naval Intelligence Department and 
Commander-in-Chief on the Chinese and 
Japanese Station, wrote quite recently in 
Brassey's Navai Annual— 

“Tf we have no other lesson to learn from 
the war, we have at least that of the value of 
reticence given us by the Japanese. Never has 
the lesson been more needed. When two 
nations, each endowed with a newspaper Press 


papers and a great number of letters written by |and habituated to the perusal of the journals 


U 2 
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of other countries, go to war, the objections to{ was able to intercept and defeat the 


the publication of intelligence relating to an 
operation in progress are serious. The Japanese, 
and in a less degree the Russians, have shown 
us that concealment is possible. No officer 
should need to be told that it is wise.” 


Admiral The Hon. Sir Edmund Fre- 
mantle wrote as follows in the July 
number of the Navy League Journal— 


* At the time of the Dogger Bank incident 
the whole world was promptly informed that 
our Home Fleet was in 
armoured cruiser squadron under refit, many 
of the ships being in dock, and that the Medi- 
terranean squadron was in the North Atlantic.” 


He went on to sav— 


“Tt is certain that no censorship would be 
possible, and that no hurried Act of Parliament 
or Government action not well considered 
beforehand would be satisfactory. If 
Government have not sufficient information at 


their disposal, the question should be submitted | 
without delay to a small Committee or Royal | : 
Commission, and a Bill brought in next session | of his fleet. : ‘ 
| Tsusima, he had a knack of appearing 


‘in force in unexpected places. 


to deal with the matter.” 


I hope that the Government may find 


themselves able to act in accordance with | 


Admiral Fremantle’s suggestion. 
I may add that I have lately discussed 
a number of questions with naval officers 


and find that though they differ con- | 


siderably on such points as the useful- |? ; aay 
hitherto succeeded in their object, it is 


ness of different classes of ships, and on 
matters connected with armaments, yet 


on this question they are unanimous, | . 
/same time, as I do not yet know what the 


They think that news of the movements 
or proceedings of either ships, officers, 
or men should never be allowed to reach 


either an enemy or a Power that may |} : ) 
|in their entirety. 


become an enemy in the course of a few 
days. The opinions of the men who will 


fellow - countrymen. Our _ soldiers 
risks of war. 
gladiators fighting for the sake of lookers- 
on. 
whole of it is at war; and civilians must 


who are fighting for them. 

When the Russian squadron left 
Vladivostock in August last the news 
of its departure came in some unknown 
way to Europe, and was published in the 
London dailies. This was, of course, 
telegraphed to Japan without delay, and 


the Orkneys, our 


the | 


When this country is at war, the | 
; was a sharp sword hanging on a nail in 
be prepared to undergo some annoyances |“), sg Sr eae: Mee go 
besides having to pay taxes, if by so | 
doing they can lessen the risks of those | ; 
| general referred to. 


Russian cruisers. Surely we do not wish 
to wait until similar disasters happen to 
us before we take steps to prevent them. 
Most of the Japanese movements, whether 
by land or by sea, appear to be unex- 
pected. If when ina state of emergency, 
before the war actually commenced, the 
Japanese journals had published the 
news that their fleet had sailed, and that 
troops had been embarked on February 
6th, it would have been telegraphed to 
Port Arthur, and the surprise of the 
Russian Fleet on the 8th of that month 
could never have taken place. The same 
element of surprise appears to form part 
of all Japanese schemes, and was notably 
most successful at Mukden, and at the 
battle of Tsusima. No one ever knew 
where Togo was, or what was the strength 


Whether off Port Arthur 01 


As both Great Britain and Japan are 


_ groups of islands, their safety depends on 


much the same considerations, and as 
the Japanese Press and Telegraph Laws, 
backed by Japanese patriotism, have 


quite possible that some of their legisla- 
tion may be suited to us also. At the 


Japanese laws are, I hope that I may not 
be represented as desiring that their 
laws should be adopted by this country 
Doubtless they will 
modification. I would 


require some 


have to fight our ships until they sink | Point out, however, that though their 


deserve some consideration from their | 
and | 
sailors are ready to take all ordinary | 
But they are not mere | 
, /an important position, a Japanese wrote : 


war news is not published in full, the 
Japanese are in the habit of freely 
criticising their generals. Of one of 
them, whose troops had failed to capture 


That if the general had not got a weapon 
ot his own with which to comrrit suicide, there 
the 
editorial oftice which was quite at his disposal.” 


I have the greatest respect for the 
I do not at all ap- 
prove of this grim style of criticism, but 
I quote it to show that checking the 
publication of news is no bar to freedom 
of comment. 

No legislation on this subject is possible 


| without the support of the Press, and I 


in consequence cf this Admiral Kaminura | hope that some more of our periodicals 
Lerd Ellenborough. 








| anil 


=v 
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will follow the example of The Times, 


Morning Post, and the Globe, and declare | 
their intention of supporting a move- | 
ment in favour of the solution of these | 


problems. Most writers and _ public 
speakers have read military histories ; 
those who have not done so have pro- 
bably read military novels or short 
stories in magazines, the plot of which 
frequently turns upon the keeping or 
divulging a secret in war time. And 
even those who never read anything 
must have been occasionally to plays 
in which the principal actress appears in 
the part of a lovely and designing lady, 
a spy, in the pay of a foreign Govern- 
ment, who endeavours to obtain the 
secret documents that have been en- 
trusted to the care of her lover. There- 
fore, I think, it quite possible that the 
value of secrecy in war time could easily 
be brought home to the majority of our 
Parliamentary voters, that they only 
want a lead, and that they may consent 
before very long to pass a well-considered 
and carefully drawn-up Bill, which could 
lie dormant until a time of war or great 
emergency. <3 


The House of Commons and the coun- 
try have for years approved of our spend- 
ing millions on cruisers, scouts, and 
cavalry, who are the eyes and ears of 
an Army, and smaller sums on Intelli- 
gence Departments for the purpose of 
discovering the movements of an enemy. 
In face of this it is most illogical to make 
no attempt to conceal our own proceed- 
ings. If we persist in gratifying our 
very natural anxiety to know of all the 
steps leading up to a battle, we may get 
a wrong result. We may have to suffer 
defeat instead of obtaining a victory. 
Some of the laws of other nations may 
be worth studying, but if they were all 
printed they would form a Blue - book 
of portentous size. Selection is, I think, 
of more importance than bulk. On the 
3rd of March, Lord Selborne, in this 
House, in answer to a Question of mine, 
put the necessity for the study of this 
subject in the clearest possible language, 
and I would suggest to the Government, 
ii they accept my proposition, that that 
portion of Lord Selborne’s speech which 
teferred to the dissemination of news 
should be published in the Blue - book, 
together with any other documents of 
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|importance which may affect these 
| questions. 

What I am most afraid of is that this 

problem may be neglected until we have 
| suffered some serious disaster, and that 
ten days later some crude and ineffective 
Act may be passed which will not only 
fail to secure its object, but will cause 
unnecessary annoyance. Therefore, I 
hope that the Government may see its 
way to adopt Admiral Sir Edmund 
Fremantle’s suggestion—namely, that a 
small Committee or Royal Commission 
be appointed to take evidence and report 
on the subject so as to prepare the 
ground for legislation in 1906. They 
should have power to hear evidence 
with closed doors and in public, and to 
report publicly as well as confidentially. 
At the same time I wish it to be dis- 
tinctly understood that I consider that 
the translation and the publication of 
the documents to which I have referred 
should not be taken as committing the 
Government to any particular policy 
or legislation. I beg to ask the Question 
standing in my name. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(The Marquess of Lintiracow): My 
Lords, in reply to the noble Lord I 
have to state that the Admiralty are 
not in possession of any Japanese regula- 
tions on the subject of the dissemination 
of news, but the important question of 
control over the issue of news in time of 
war is engaging the attention of His 
Majesty's Government. 


THE [VEAGH-PIRRILE MOTOR-CAR 
SCHEME, 

Lorp KILLANIN rose “To ask His 
Majesty’s Government whether any steps 
were being taken to bring into operation 
in Ireland the transit scheme known as 
the Iveagh-Pirrie Motor-Car Service : 
and to call attention to the lccal interest 
taken in the projected route from Galway 
to Costello.” The noble Lord said : 
My Lords, in putting to His Majesty’s 
Government the Question standing in 
my name I should like to make one or 
two explanatory remarks. More than 
two years have elapsed since the then 
Chief Secretary for Ireland announced 
in another place that Lord Iveagh and 
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Mr. Pirrie had expressed their willing- 
ness to spend a very considerable sum 
of money in establishing and financing 
as a running concern a service of motor- 
cars in out-of-the-way parts of Ireland 
where facilities of transit are very much 
needed, and this extremely generous 
and public-spirited action on the part 
of these two remarkable Irishmen was 
very well received in Ireland, and 
awakened widespread intarest through- 
out the country. But, as I have said, it 
is two vears since this announcement was 
made, and I desire to-day to ask what 
steps are being taken to carry the scheme 
into operation. 


The Iveagh-Pirrie 


Tam fairly familiar with what occurred 
last vear. Lord Iveagh and Mr. Pirrie 
appointed a Commission to investigate 
as to suitable routes on which to run 
these motor-cars. They were given every 
assistance by Irish Public Departments. 
Local councils instructed their officia’s 
to give them every information, and 
they finally decided, I understand, to 


try the service on seventeen routes. 
Last vear the then Chief Secretary 
for Ireland was very keen about it, 


and did a great deal to remove difficulties 
that had arisen in inaugurating the 
service. The present Chief Secretary 
has lately visited the West of Ireland, 
and now that he has become acquainted 
with the necessity for facilities of transit 
in these out-of-the-way parts of the 
country I hope he will attend to the 
matter, and see if this motor-car service 
cannot be brought into operation. I 
would like to draw attention to 
one route with which I am more particu- 
larly familiar, on account of living in 
that district. It is one of the seventeen 
routes that were recommended, and 


also 


it is in a part of Treland which is more | 


in need of these facilities, perhaps, than 
any other. It is very remote, but very 


populous; it is also a very poor district 
where the people have the greatest 


difficulty in getting what they require, 
and where they have no convenience for 
exporting what their labour produces. 
As evidence of the great interest that 
was taken in the scheme there, I would 
mention that the Galway County Council 
and District Council voted £1,750 for 
the purpose of putting the roads in 
repair. Anyone familiar with the county 


Lord Killunin. 
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councils in Ireland, and with the poverty 
of the districts there, will bear me out 
when I say that that was very strong 
evidence of the practical interest of the 
people in making this concern a success, 


THE LORD PRESIDENT or rue 
COUNCIL ann PRESIDENT or rue 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Marquess 
of LonponpERRY): My Lords, I am 
sure there is no one in vour Lordships’ 
House more competent to put forward 
the requirements of county Galway than 
my noble friend, whose name, through the 
good deeds of his late lamented father, is 
a household word in that county. [ am, 
therefore, only too glad to answer any 
Question which my noble friend may put 
tome. Reference was made by the noble 
Lord to the debate that took place in the 
other House rather more than a year 
ago, in which my right hon. friend the 
then Chief Secretary for Ireland dwelt 
at considerable length on the proposal 
made by those two patriotic and highly- 
respected Irishmen, Lord Iveagh and Mr 
Pirrie, with regard to the creation of a 
motor-car service in certain parts of the 
country. The Chief Secretary stated 
that there were no less than seventeen 
routes selected which thev considered 
would be benefited by this motor-car 
service. These routes were surveyed 
and investigated, at the request of 
Lord Iveagh and Mr. Pirrie, by the 
Irish Government, who gave them, so 
far as they could, their cordial support 
in the philanthropic and useful scheme 
which they were propounding; and 
included in those seventeen routes was 
the route between Galway and Costello. 
But when the scheme was put forward 
there was this contingency, that the 
roads should be put in such a condition 
that the cars could travel over them with 
safety ; and when I tell your Lordships 
that the motor engine of these cars weighs 
four tons and the trailer one and a-halt 
tons it will be readily recognised that it 
was necessary that the roads should be put 
in order. Several county councils approved 
of the scheme, and amongst them was the 
county council to which my noble friend 
alluded. The county councils approved 
of the proposed experimental service, 
but declined the expenditure that was 
necessary to put the roads into proper 
condition. My noble friend is quite right 
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in stating that the county council of 
(ialway did more, perhaps, than the other 
county councils in the matter, for I find 
that they made a suggestion that the share 
of the county in the unexpended balances 
of the Exchequer contribution for labour- 
ers cottages should be placed at the 
disposal of the council for the relief of 
the expenditure on roads for this service. 
The Irish Government favourably con- 
sidered this suggestion, and proposed 
an Amendment to the now defunct 
Labourers Bill of 1904 which gave effect 
to that proposal. Therefore, my noble 
friend will see that, so far as lay in their 
power, His Majesty’s Irish Executive 
gave assistance to that council, of which 
he is a member, and would have been 
glad to see the proposed scheme carried 
into effect. But no further steps, so 
tar as I can gather, seem to have been 
taken by the various county councils 
in the promotion of this very philan- 
thropic and excellent scheme. Indeed, I 
believe that Lord Iveagh and Mr. Pirrie 
aunounced that they would allow a 
vear to go by in order to see what could 
be done, and whether the proposed 
scheme would receive that consideration 
at the hands of the various county 
councils which they thought it should 
receive, if necessary, a rate being levied to 
meet the expenditure incurred. 


I cannot but think that unless the 
county councils within whose jurisdiction 
these seventeen routes come act as a 
whole the scheme must fall through, 
for, philanthropic as these gentlemen 
are, they cannot be asked to supply 
motor-cars for onlv a few of the routes 
instead of for the whole of the system 
which they had thought out, surveyed, 
aud investigated. I would remind my 
noble friend that, however much the 
Irish Executive sympathise with the 
idea of this motor-car service, developing 
as it would certain remote parts of Ire- 
land and giving opportunities for the 
transport of the produce of that part 
of the country, they have nothing what- 
ever to do with this scheme bevond 
according it, if I may use the expression, 
a paternal interest, and giving its pro- 
moters every assistance in their power. 
We should be glad to see the county 
councils act as we had hoped they would 


act when this scheme was first in-, 
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augurated by putting their roads in 
order, for we feel sure that if the scheme 
were taken up it would be of enormous 
benefit to the country as a whole, and 
especially to that part with which my 
noble friend is so intimately connected. 


THE SEIZURE OF BRITISH VESSELS. 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 
rise to ask the Question standing in my 
name—viz.: ‘‘ Whether, in regard to the 
claims for compensation lodged by His 
Majesty’s Government for the seizure, 
detention, and destruction of British 
merchant vessels by Russian men-of-war, 
the claims of the captains, officers, and 
crews of these merchant vessels for 
personal suffering and loss have been 
included ; and whether, considering the 
length of time which has elapsed since 
several British vessels were seized or 
sunk, there is a probability of an early 
settlement of these claims being effected.” 


2*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LanspowNe): My Lords, I am able 
to inform the noble Lord that in nearly 
all of the cases in which claims have 
been put forward for compensation on 
account of the seizure, detention, and 
destruction of British merchant vessels 
by Russian men-of-war an amount has 
been included for the claims of the 
captains, officers, and crews of those 
vessels. That is certainly true of those 
cases which have attracted most public 
attention. For example, in the case of 
the ‘Knight Commander” a claim has been 
made for the loss of the effects of the 
captain, officers, and crew, and for com- 
pensation. In the case of the “ Hipsang ” 
a considerable sum has been claimed for 
the same purpose So also in the case 
of the “ Ardova,’ which was only de- 
tained for eight days. Even in that case 
a sum has been asked for on account of 
certain men who were compulsorily paid 
offatSuez. Inthe case of the ‘‘ Malacca” 
we believe that the lump sum claimed 
by the Peninsular and Oriental Steam- 
ship Company is int-nded to cover all 
claims of the kind to which the noble Lord 
refers. In the case of the ‘‘Calchas” 
we have only just received the 
judgment of the Prize Court, nd the 
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claim has not yet been made out. In 
the case of the “ Allanton” the claims of 
the crew have been put forward by the 
Sailors’ and Firemen’s Union, and an 
inquiry is being made into their claims. 


Then the noble Lord calls attention to 
the length of time that has elapsed since 
these British vessels were seized, and 
asks whether there is a probability of an 
early settlement of the claims being 
effected. The settlement of these 
claims is necessarily a matter which 
takes a considerable time, in the first 
place, because it is essential that in these 
cases the claimants should exhaust their 
legal remedies, and that, I need not 
remind the noble Lord, means that they 
have to appeal first to the Prize Court, 
and then to the Supreme Court, which 
hears cases on appeal from the Court 
below. As in most of these cases the 
seizure took place in the China Seas, and 
as the Prize Court is held at Vladivostok, 
there has obviously been a very con- 
siderable amount of delay. Besides that, 
it is essential that in all these cases, before 


a claim is put forward by His Majesty’s | 


Government, the particulars of the claim 
should be carefully considered and sifted ; 
and I am told that even in cases where 
claims have been put forward before a 
Prize Court in this country the delay is 
always appreciable. But it is not the 
case that nothing has been accomplished 
in the way of settlement of these claims. 
For exa:uple, in the case of the “ Calchas”’ 
the Russian Government havealready paid 
the value of the flour on board. In the 
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case of the “ Frankby”’ the owners have | 


received the greater part of their claim. 
In the case of the “ Ettrickdale” there 
has been payment in full, and the case is 
closed. In the case of the Foxton Hall” 
80 per cent. of the amount claimed has 
been paid, and ve understand that the 
owner is Satisfied. If there are any other 
cases in regard to which the noble Lord 
desires information, I need not say that 
T shall be glad to give it to him. 


Viscount SIDMOUTH: I should like 
to ask the noble Marquess whether it is 
not the fact that in a great many casvs 
the captures were made, not by regular 
men-ol-war, but by vessels of the Volun- 
teer Navy, which, according to the laws 
of war, are not authorised to make 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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captures at all, and which formerly would 
have been regarded as pirates ? 


*Tue Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 
am afraid I cannot answer that Question 
offhand ; but it is the case, as we all know, 
that some of these seizures were made by 
vessels belonging to the Russian Volunteer 
Fleet. 


Viscount SIDMOUTH: May I ask 
the noble Marquess whether any repre- 
sentation has been made on the subject ? 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
Certainly. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: I 
should like to call the noble Marquess’s at- 
tention to a case which he will recollect 
well. One of these Volunteer cruisers— 
the “ Dnieper ’’—on her retreat after the 
battle of Tsu Shima sunk a British vessel 
and took the crew on board. The crew 
have, I understand, been recently released 
at Suez. Canthe noble Marquess give 
information as to any proceedings that 
have taken place in regard to this matter. 


*THE MARQUEsS oF LANSDOWNE: It 
would be better that the noble Ear! should 
put the Question on the Paper. The 
matter is very technical, and I should 
like to be exactly accurate as to details. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER. 

*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I rise to ask the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he will place on 
the Table of the House any communica- 
tions that have passed between the Gov- 
ernor-General of the Commonwealth of 
Australia and His Majesty’s Government 
on the subject of marriages in Australia 
with a deceased wife’s sister; and 
whether it is the intention of the 
Government to take any steps to effect 
any alteration in the law affecting that 
subject. 

My object in putting this Question to 
the noble Marquess is to call the atten- 
tion of His Majesty’s Government to the 
importance of the matter to which the 
Question refers. A Bill legalising in this 


country marriages which have taken place 
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in the self-governing Colonies with a 
deceased wite’s sister has lately been before 
your Lordships’ House on two occasions. 
It was introduced for the purpose of 
remedying what is undoubtedly a great 
anomaly in our law. I will not enter 
into the merits of that Bill; but its 
object was to secure that the children 
of these marriages, effected by virtue of 
colonial laws sanctioned by this country, 
should not be illegitimate inthis country in 
respect to the holding of freehold property. 
In 1898 a Bill with this object was 
carried through your Lordships’ House 
by a majority of nearly three to one, and 


on the second cecasion when it was 
introduced it was carried by a large 


majority. So far, the opinion of this 
House is strongly in favour of this 
measure. It was stated in 1898 that 
sixteen of the self-governing Colonies 
hid passed this law, and now I 
understand the remaining self-governing 
Colony has accepted it. In 1896 every 
Agent of every Colony was instructed 
by his Government to appeal collec- 
tively to the Imperial Government to 
urge that this anomaly should be re- 
moved, Again, when the Prime Ministers 
came over in 1897 they appealed collec- 
tively to the Colonial Office to redress 
this great wrong. 


I am not aware whether there is any 
Parliamentary Paper on the subject, but 
I understand that Lord Northcote, on 
behalf of the Australian Commonwealth, 
has addressed a serious remonstrance to 
the Government, pointing out the strong 
feeling in the Colonies on the subject,’and 
I am also aware that the Colonial Secre- 
tary has sent a sympathetic reply to 


that letter. I have every reason to 
know that the noble Marquess the 
Leader of this House is in favour ot 


passing a Bill which should remedy the 
anomaly to which I have referred, and 
in 1898 he voted in favour of the measure 
introduced for that purpose. I do not 
doubt but that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, as a whole, wish to remedy this 
defect, but the question is, When is it 
tobe done? This is surely not the time 
when we should thwart a strong desire 
on the part of the Colonies. A refusal 
to remedy, even a delay in remedy- 
Ing, this injustice may do a great 
deal of evil. 
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every Class that it would be a wise and 
statesmanlike thing to pass a Bill which 
would remedy this grievance by provid- 
ing that marriages between persons of 
British race which are valid according 
to the laws of that part of the Empire 
in which they were celebrated should 
be considered equally valid in the United 
Kingdom. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: My 
Lords, Lord Northeote’s letter, to which 
my noble and learned friend refers, as 
well as the reply of the Colonial Secre- 
tary thereto, were presented to Parlia- 
ment in the month of April of this year. 
The document is, therefore, within the 
reach of my noble and learned friend. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: Yes, 
but is there no other communication 
besides these two ? 


*Tue Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
I am not aware of any. The despatch 
from the Governor-General contained in 
this Parliamentary Paper is undoubtedly 
the letter which my noble and learned 
friend had in his mind. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: There 
has been nothing since Mr. Lyttelton’s 
reply. 


*THe Marovess or LANSDOWNE: 
I have not heard of anything. My noble 
and learned friend asks whether it is the 
intention of His Majesty’s Government 
to take any steps to effect an alteration 
in the law on this subject. It must be 
obvious to your Lordships that it would 
be impossible for us at this stage of the 
session to attempt legislation upon so 
controversial a subject; and I am afraid 
T cannot take upon myself to inform the 
House as to the manner in which the 
question is likely to be dealt with in any 
future session of Parliament. The noble 
and learned Lord reminds me that I 
voted in favour of the Bill. That is 
perfectly true, and, personally, I have 
not altered the opinion which I then 
entertained; but when the noble and 
learned Lord goes on to suggest that His 
Majesty’s Government as a whole are 
probably in sympathy with the proposal, 
T must remind him that His Majesty’s 
Government as a whole have never 
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committed themselves in any way with | compensation for damages, and on that 


regard to this question ; and I think it is 
an open secret that within our ranks 


there is a very considerable divergence | 


of opinion on the question. Iam afraid 


that in these circumstances I cannot | 


enlighten my noble and learned friend as 
to the prospect of legislation. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 


can quite understand that late in the 


session it would be very difficult 
to pass a Bill dealing with this subject. 
But may I remind the noble Mar- 
quess that these Papers were laid on 
the Table in April, and that a letter was 
sent on December 50th last year inform- 
ing the Australian Ministers that their 
suggestion should receive the most careful 
consideration of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. Nothing. apparently, has since 
been done. 


THe Kart or RANFURLY: My 
Lords, I should like to point out that the 
law legalising the marriages in question 
has already received His Majesty’s 
sanction asregards the Colonies. In these 
circumstances I think the question of the 
rights of the children of such marriages 
should receive immediate consideration. 
Imay inform your Lordships that the 
present anomaly is seriously regarded 
in the Colonies, and the earliest oppor- 
tunity should be taken to remove the 
existing conflict between British and 
colonial law in this respect. 


BRITISH TRADERS IN THE MARSHALL 
AND CAROLINE ISLANDS. 

THE Earu or JERSEY rose “To ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he was able to give further in- 
formation concerning the negotiations 
with the German Government with 
respect to trade in the Marshall and 
Caroline groups of islands.’ The noble 
Karl said: My Lords, it will be within the 
recollection of the House that when this 
matter wis last brought forward the 
noble Marquess was able to give a friendly 
and satisfactory answer from the 
German Government so far as_ its 
terms went. I should be glad to know 
if any further progress has been made. 
There are two main points. The first is 


The Murquess of Lansdowne. 


I would ask the noble Marquess whether 


any advance has been made towards a 
settlement. The other point is, what 
will be the position of British trade in 
the Pacific after October Ist? At 
the present time British traders are 
shut out from the Marshall Islands, whilst 
German traders trade freely with islands 
within the British group. German 
traders have been goimg round the 
German Islands and securing, for export 
exclusively in German ships, the trade 
of these islands, so 1t is very important 
that British traders should know what 
their exact position will be after next 
October. It is quite possible that steps 
will be taken in the interval which will 
bar British traders from the benefits ot 
free and equal trade in these islands as 
arranged under treaty. The noble 
Marquess said on the last occasion that 
the German Government considered this 
a matter of trivial importance, and 
therefore not one on which the two 
nations Should have a quarrel. That is 
perfectly true; and, therefore, I should 
be glad if the noble Marquess could 
persuade the German Government tha: 
though the matter may not now have 
created strong feeling, yet, if delay 
continues, it is quite possible that very 
acute feeling will be created in Australia 
upon the matter, which we should all 
deplore. I hope the noble Marquess 
will be in a_ position to say that 
some further advance has been made 
towards a settlement of this question. 


*THe Marovess or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I cas not add very much to the 
statement which I made on this subject 
on a former occasion, I may, however, 
tell my noble friend that we are in corre- 
spondence with the German Government 
in regard to the several points which arise 
out of the termination of the monopoly 
of the Jaluit Company in the Mar-hall 
Islands. Among those points are, I think, 
most of those to which he specially re- 
ferred. We have desired our Ambassador 
in Berlin to obtain information as to the 
conditions under which land can be 
acquired with a view to securing domicile 
for trading purposes, The question arises 
whether the existing rule does not vir- 
tually prevent foreigners from obtaining 
domicile. We heve also instructed Sir 
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F. Lascelles to ask whether the British | 
(No. 12) Bill. Read the third time, and 


firms which have been excluded from 
trade in the islands will after October Ist, 
when the monopoly terminates, be able 
to resume operations without unreasonable 
restrictions. We have also called the 
attention of the German Government to 
the alleged German monopoly in the 
Caroline Islands. We are under the 
impression that the prohibition of trade 
there is not absolute, and that it is 
probably the result of unauthorised pro- 
visions imposed locally without the 
knowledge of the superior authorities. 
My noble friend refers to the question of 
compensation. We have intimated to 
the German Government that the question 
of compensation has been raised, and 
that it will have to be considered. We 
have not yet received replies to these 
inquiries. Jndeed, I think there has 
scarcely been time, making allowance for 
the ordinary delays of official correspon- 
dence. I can only add that we are quite 
aware that a very strong feeling on this 
subject exists in the Australian Colonies, 
and that we shall not fail to bring to 
the notice of the German Government 
the fact that that strong feeling exists. 


House acjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Five o’clock, till 
To morrow, a quarter-past 
Four o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 13th July, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Southend and Colchester Light Rail- 
ways Bill [Lords] (King’s Consent signi- 
fie!). Read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


Tees Valley Water Board Bill [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


Whitby Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords] (King’s Consent signified), Read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 
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Local Government Provisional Orders 


passed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill. As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time to-morrow. 


Public Schools Act (1858) Amendment 
(Vincent Square) Bill. Ordered, That the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
do examine the Public Schools Act (1868) 
Amendment (Vincent Square) Bill with 
respect to compliance with the Standing 
Orders relative to Private Bills. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 

Sir ALEXANDER HariREAVES BROWN 
reported from the Committce on Group L 
of Priva‘e Bilis; That the parties oppos- 
ing the Humber Conservancy Bill [Lords] 
had stated that the evidence of Captain 
J. Whitley Dixon, R.N., was essential 
to their case; and, it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Captain J. Whitley Dixon 
do attend the said Committee to-morrow, 
at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Captain J. Whitley 
Dixon do attend the Committee on 
Group L of Private Bills To-morrow, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bili to be read the third time To- 


} morrow. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
To-morrow. 


North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply Bill [Lords]; Workington Harbour 
and Dock Bill [Lords]; Shepton Mallet 
Gas Company (Electric Lighting) Bill 
[Lords]; South Lancashire Tramways 
Bill [Lords]. Reported, with Amend- 


'ments; Reports to lie upon the Table, 


and to be printed. 
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Metropolitan Electric Supply Company 
(Acton District) Bill [Lords]. Reported, 
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)} Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
As the hon. Member had not withdrawn 


with an Amendment; Report to lie upon | his Motion, it ought to have been put 


the Table, and to be printed. 


Formby Township Bill [Lords]. Re- | 


ported, with Amendments, from the 
Police and Sanitary Committee; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Agricul- | 


tural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance 
Bill; Millport Piers and Burgh Extension 
Order Confirmation Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill, 
without Amendment. 


That they have 
tituled, “ An Act 
Provisional Orders made by the Board 
ot Trade, under the Tramways Act, 
1870, relating to Bradford Corporation 
Tramways, Gorton Urban _ District 
Council Tramways, Keighley Corpora- 
tion Tramways, Leeds Corporation 
Tramways, Liverpool Corporation Tram- 


passed a Bill, in- 


ways Extensions, and Pudsey Corpora- | 


tion Tramways.’ [Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords.] 


Tramways Orders Confirmation {No. 1) 
Fill [Lords]. Read the first 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 272.] 


ADMINISTRATIVE COUNTY OF LONDON 
AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC POWER 
COMPANY BILL. 

Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) 
asked leave to withdraw the Resolu- 
tion he had on the Paper to commit 
this Bill to a Select Committee of 
nine, the present order of committal to 
be discharged. He said he took this 
course in view of the fact that the 


Committee had already commenced its | 


inquiry. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, §.) said he 
had a similar Motion on the Blue 


Paper, and wished to move it. 


Mr. SPEAKER: It is not down by 


Order, and could not, therefore, be moved | 


to-day. 


to confirm certain | 


time; | 


down, Whose fault was it it was not? 
| 

Mr. SPEAKER said he would inquire. 
| Mr. LOUGH: I propose to move it. 

| 


| Mr. SPEAKER: On Monday. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ET. 


| NORTH SEA FISHERIES INVESTIGATION 
COMMITTEE. 
Copy presented, of Report on Fishery 
_and Hydrographical Investigations in the 
North Sea and Adjacent Waters, 1902-3 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


CROWN AGENTS. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 10th July, 1905, requiring the 
Comptroller and Auditor - General to 
extend his audit of the Accounts of the 
Crown Agents for the Colonies, hitherto 
restricted to the Office Fund, and to 
verify the Quarterly Certificates of Cash 
and Securities held by them in trust ‘or 
‘the Colonies [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED W!TH THE VOTES. 


Naval Barrack Theatres. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if he 
will state the number of theatres open to 
the public within the walls of barracks in 
the United Kingdom, and whether such 
theatres are controlled by the command- 
ing officers; and, if so, under what 
regulations. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
theatres within the barracks at Eastney, 
Chatham, Portsmouth, Plymouth, and 
Deal form part of the recreation buildings 
provided for the use of the Royal Marines, 
and are under the control of the officer 
commanding the barracks. These 
theatres are regula‘ed under Section 174 


|(a) of The Army Act, 188i, 2nd are noi 
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open to the public except that there is 
nothing to prevent the men introducing 
civilian frimds to a _ limited extent. 
The naval barracks have no theatres, 
but they have a stage in their canteens 
for sing-song performances. 


Fines in the Sasine Office, Edinburgh. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) : 
To ask the Lord-Advocate if he will 
furnish a list of the fines or deductions 
made from the earnings of engrossing 
clerks in the Sasine Office, Edinburgh, 
during the last five years, the reason 
for these deductions, and the authority 
wider which they are deducted; and 
state to which of the public accounts 
they are credited, 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
total fines and deductions during the last 
five years were £18 Ys. 6d. out of a total 
sum earned of £57,509. The fines are 
imposed on account of irregularities in 
writing, under authority of the Act of 
Sederunt of the Lords of Council and 
Session of 10th July. 1811, and are 
ac-ounted for by His Majesty’s Treasary 
under Register House Vote. 


Scottish Congested Districts Board’s 
Funds. 

Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire): To 
ask the Lord-Advocate whether he will 
consider the advisability of providing 
the funds required for the additional 
powers proposed to be conferred upon 
the Congested Districts Board by the Bill 
now before Parliament from sources other 
than the funds already allocated to the 
Board in connection with the duties 
imposed upon it by existing legislation. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) Tt 
additional powers are conferred upon the 
Congested Districts Board and the funds 
at their disposal are found to be in- 
adequate, the Secretary for Scotland will 
endeavour to obtain such addition to 
the income of the Board as may be 
shown to be requisite. 


Pauperism in Poplar. 

Str THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George's): To ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has been called to recent 
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statistics in regard to pauperism, which 
show that while in East London the 
proportion of pauperism to population is 
1 in 39, the figures for Poplar reach 1 in 
15, while in the matter of out-relief the 
proportion in the eastern districts is 1 
out of 200, whilst in Poplar the propor- 
tion reaches | in 25; and, seeing that 
these figures are attributable to lack of 
employment last winter, will he state 
what action he proposes to take before 
the House adjourns for the holidays 
with a view to allay the distress in 
these districts next winter. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
am aware of the recent statistics as to 
pauperism, According to my informa- 
tion the figures are not quite as stated 
in the Question, the most important 
difference being that as regards out-relief 
in the eastern district of London, the 
proportion of persons relieved to popula- 
tion is 1 to 75, and not 1 to 200. 
Without admitting that the figures are 
wholly attributable to the cause referred 
to by the hon. Member, I may point 
out that the Government have not given 
up the hope of passing the Unemployed 
Workmen Bill now before the Hoase, 
which is voncerned with the difficulty 
arising from distress due to want of 
employment. 


Tuberculosis (Aneel) Compensation 
Lil. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he will endeavour 
to obtain facilities for the Second 
Reading of the Tuberculosis (Animals) 
Compensation Bill, which passed Second 
Reading last session without a division 
being taken. 


(Answered by Mr, Gerald Balfour.) As 
I have already stated, I sympathise with 
the object of the Bill, but I am afraid 
that at this period of the session facilities 
could not be given for the further 
progress of any private Member’s Bill 
which is not entirely uncontroversial, 


Aged Paupers in Scottish Poorhouses. 

Mr. BLAOK (Banffshire): To ask the 
Lord-Advocate if he can state the 
number of paupers over sixty-five years 
of age in the poorhouses in Scotland in 
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and what proportions these numbers 
bear to the total individual poor over 
that age receiving relief as at these 
respective dates; and also the number 
of persons in these years who, being 
over sixty-five years of age, applied for 
but were refused relief unless they 
accepted admission to the poorhouse, 
but who declined relief in that form. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) 1 
have no information as to the ages of 
paupers in workhouses in 188] and 1891, 
In 1901 it is shown on page 255 of the 
Census Returns that the total number 
of poorhouse inmates over sixty-five 
was 4,502. No later information on 
this point is available, but steps will 
be taken to ascertain the facts for the 
current year, which will then be given 
in the next Annual Report of the Local 
Government Board. On the general 
question as to the ages of poor persons 
in workhouses, I may refer the hon. 
Member to the Report on the Methods 
of Administering Poor Relief in certain 
large Town Parishes, recently laid upon 
the Table [Cd. 2524]. No intormation is 
available in regard to the latter part of 
the Question. 


Motor-Cars in King’s Park, Edinburgh. 
Sirk LEWIS McIVER (Edinburgh, 
W.): To ask the Lord-Advocate what 
are the reasons for excluding motor-cars 
from the use of the upper read past 
Dunsappie Loch, in the King’s Park, 
Edinburgh. 


(Answered by Loid Balcarres.) The 
road is reported to be dangerous, and 
has been closed to motors pending a 
visit by the First Commissioner of 
Works in the autumn. 


Adrianople Refugees in Bulgaria. 

Sir A. HAYTER (Walsall): To 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he can state 
what number of refugees who fled from 
the province of Adrianople in 1903 still 
remain in Bulgaria. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The list 
furnished early in the year by the 
Bulgarian Government to the ‘Turkish 
Government showed that about 300 
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families were awaiting repatriation to 
the vilayet of Adrianople. According to 
a Report from His Majesty’s Consul at 
Adrianople, dated 2nd June, the Com- 
missioners appointed by agreement 
between the two Governments to assist 
the work of repatriation had commenced 
regular sittings at two villages on the 
frontier, and up to that date about 130 


_ refugees had presented themselves. 


Throwing Dogs in the Thames—Alleged 
Cruelty. 


CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 


‘Home Department if his attention has 


been called to the cruelty of continually 
throwing dogs into the river from the 
steps in front of St. Thomas’s Hospital ; 
and if he will give directions to the police 
to put a stop to this practice, which is 
especially prevalent on Sundays. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The police report to me that 
dogs are frequently taken to the steps 
near St. Thomas’s Hospital to enter the 
water, being as a rule enticed to do so by 
the throwing in of a stick, The police 
have not hitherto observed any act of 
cruelty on the part of persons in charge 
of dogs, and failing this they have no 
power to take any actiop. 


Allowances to Provincial Postmen. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is now in a position to 
announce particulars of the promised 
system of allowances to postmen in the 
provinces, 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am not 
at present in a position to do more than 
refer the hon. Member to an Answer 
which I gave on the 5thf instant toa 
Question on this subject asked by the 
hon, Member for South Belfast. 


Alien Immigration Returns. 

Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest ofean): To ask theSecretary 
to the Board of Trade whether the new 
monthly Return of Passengers to Places 
out of Europe, which has been presented 
but not circulated, and of which the 
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title has been altered in another place, is | 


the promised Return which it was 
understood would be circulated monthly 
along with the Alien Immigration 
Return, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Answer is in the affirmative. 


Trish Education in Extra Subjects. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
prttion of the circular of instructions 
issued by the Board of National Educa- 
tion to their inspectors, dated January, 
1904, relating to the standards in which 
results fees are payable for extra branches, 
which formed the subject of a debate in 
this House on 14th March, 1904, resulting 
in the defeat of the Government, has 
been either modified or withdrawn in 
subsequent instructions; and, if modified, 
will he say in what way. 

(Answered hy Mr. Walter Long): The 
original circular was modified in the 
mainer outlined by my right hon. friend 
the Member for Doveron 8th March, 1904. 
I have now sent to the hon. Member 
copies of the original and amending 
circulars. 


Irish Education Code. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland how many teachers 
classed 1 (1) have. under the new Code, 
got increments since 1900; how many 
such teachers have got increments on 
those reports marked good; what are 
the conditions necessary to warrant incre- 
ments for such teachers; how many 
teachers receive the maximum salary of 
£175 
how many teachers have, since the intro- 
duction of the new Code, been promoted 
to the maximum salary. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Incre- | 
salary are given | 
triennially for good service, and all the | 


ments of ‘ good service ”’ 


teachers who received increments must | 


have had “good” 
ports. 
an important condition, is not the only 


or ‘‘very good” re- 


one necessary for the award of increment. | 
On the 31st December, 1904, there were | 
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}er annum plus capitation; and | 


A wna report, however, though | 
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eighty-one men principals in receipt of 
£175 and upwards, exclusive of capitation 
grant. It would be impossible to say 
how many teachers have been advanced 
to the maximum salary since the intro- 
duction of the new system without making 
an exhaustive and laborious investigation, 
which the Commissioners do not consider 
would serve any useful purpose, 


Public Libraries in Irish Rural Districts. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can stats how many 
rural district councils in Ireland have 
adopted the Public Libraries Acts; and 
can he give their names. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) In 
a ldition to the nineteen rural district 
councils set forth in the reply to the hon. 
Member’s Question of 12th April, 1904,+ 
the councils of North Dublin, South 
Dublin, Wexford, and Youghal No. 1 
rural districts have passed resolutions 
adopting the Act, but the — statu- 
tory requirements have been complied 
with in thirteen cases only,  viz.: 
Balrothery, Cahirciveen, Cloneygowan, 
Dublin (North), Dublin (South), Dundalk, 
Kinsale, Mallow, Rathdown No. 1, Rath- 
down No. 11, Rathkeale, Wexford, and 
Youghal No. 1. 


Floods at Westport, County Mayo. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the flooding of 
certain lands near Westport, county 
Mayo, the property of the Congested 
Districts Board, owing to the salmon 
gaps in the Belclare River being kept 
closed and the sluices being kept down; 
and whether, in view of the amount of 
damage done to the lands of the neigh- 
| bouring tenants by such floods, he will 
see that the salmon gaps and sluices are 
kept in order, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long). The 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction have caused an inspection of 
‘this mill dam to be made, and the 
/mecessary steps are being taken to 


’ {ensure compliance with the statutory 
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regulations in connection with such mill] of Agriculture, dated 4th July, 1905, the 
dams. Department has prohibited the movement 
of horses into the county of Waterford 

Evicted Tenants in County Waterford. | for exhibition at Lismore Show, and the 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) : To ask | movement of horses from the county 
the Chief Secretarv to the Lord Lieu- | Waterford for exhibition at any show, 
tenant of Ireland if he could state on | and has also prohibited the exhibition 
what estates in the county Waterford | of any horse located in the county 
have negotiations for the reinstatement | Waterford at any show within the 
of evicted tenants taken place, and op | county without previous inspection by 
what estate is it hoped to obtain 456|the Department, and that this Order 
acres for the restoration of three tenants. came into force on the 6th July, 
| 1905, which was the last day of Cork 

(Answered by Mr. Walter Long): It | Show; and whether, seeing that several 
would be contrary to practice and un- | horses from county Waterford were ex- 
desirable to give details as to pending | hibited at Cork Show without restriction, 


negotiations, and that horses are not restricted in their 
; : movement from the county Waterford to 
South African Horse Disease. public fairs held outside it, and that 


Mr. POWER: To ask the Chief Secre- | disease only appeared in the eastern part 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland] of Waterford county and is now 
whether he is aware that the horse practically stamped out, the Depart ment 
disease, known as South African horse | will withdraw this order so far as it 
disease, has been practically stamped | relates to Lismore Show, provided an 
outamong Army horses in Ireland; and | inspection takes place and a certificate is 
will he say whether the disease exists | given by the Department’s ‘nspector 
among Army horses in parts of reat | prior to the admission of such horse to 
Britain ; and, if so. whether Army the show grounds. 
horses before being sent from Great 
Britain to Ireland will be carefully! (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
examined; and whether every possible | reply to the first part of the Question is 
step will be taken to prevent the reintro-|in the affirmative. The Cork Show 
duction of this disease into Ireland by | commenced before the date on which the 
Army horses or otherwise. Order took effect, and exhibits of horses 
thereat from county Waterford were not 

(Answered by Mr. Walter Long). | interfered with. No restrictions have so 
The reply to the first inquiry -is in| far been imposed on fairs. It is not 
the affirmative. For information upon} accurate to say that epizootic lymph- 
the second and third points I must | anvitis has appeared only in the eastern 
refer the hon. Member to the Board | pirt of the county Waterford. The last 
of Agriculture and Fisheries. With | outbreak occurred at Dungarvan 0 
regard to the concluding inquiry. | recently as the 30th June. It is too soon 
the Department of Agriculture and | to conclude that the disease has been 
Technical Instruction for Ireland are in | practically stamped out, and the Depart- 

| 
| 
| 





communication with the military authori- | ;ent are not prepared to modify the 
ties with a view to the maintenance |(Qrder so far as Lismore Show is 
of adequate precautions against the | e,ncerned. 

reintroduction of the disease into Jreland, | 

and the question whether any, and, if| Case of Mr. William Davies, of Dominica. 
so, what further provision in the matter) gyz THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford. 
is necessary 1s engaging attention. |N.): To ask the Sec retary of State for 


Lismore Show—Prohibition of Movement | | the Colonies if he can state the result of 
of Horses from and into County | his inquiries into the case of Mr. William 


Waterford. | Davies, of Dominica, West Indies. 
Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): To| 
ask the Chiet Secretary to the Lord-| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Ly yttelton.) 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is Pe oes to His Majesty the King in 
aware that by Order of the Department | Council from Mr. William Davies, praying 
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that a judgment of the Supreme Court of 
the Leeward Islands might be varied, was 
duly forwarded in May last to the 
Registrar of the Privy Council, who, Mr. 
Lyttelton understands, addressed a letter 
to Mr. Davies on the 25th of that month 
explaining the steps which he should 
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take in order to bring his petition before | 


His Majesty in Council. 


Labourers in South African Mines. 
Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): Po ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
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what were the respective numbers of 
whites and Kaffirs employed in the 
South African mines in May, 1904, before 
the arrival of the first importation of 
Chinese labour; and what were the 
respective numbers of whites, Kaffirs, 
and Chinese in June and December, 1904, 
and March, 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 


|The following are the figures asked for ; 


they are to be found at page 76 and 
page 96 of [Cd. 2401]:— 





Transvaal Gold Mines. 


May, 1904 - s : Z £ 
June, 1904 
December, 1904 - - z ‘ 


March, 1905 - : : 4 x 








Whites. /Kaftirs (coloured) | Chinese. 
13,127 77,519 Nil. 
13,413 74,632 1,004 
15,025 83,639 20,885 
16,225 105, 184 | 34,335 











Army Band Instruments, 

Major EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): ‘To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether it is pro- 
posed to alter the pitch of the instruments 
in the bands of the Household Brigade ; 
and, if so, whether he can state the 


object of the change, the cost of the 
alteration, and upon whom such cost: 


would jall. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The King’s Regulations lay 
down that in order to insure uniformity 
throughout the bands of the service, the 
instruments are to be the pitch known 
as the Kneller Hall pitch. No proposal 
has reached this office to alter the pitch 
of the instruments of the Household 
Prigade. 


Non-Commissioned Officers and Plain 

othes. 

Mr. COLSTON (Gloucestershire, Thorn- 
bury): To ask the Secretary of State 
ior War whether he could see his way to 
extend the permission already granted to 
non-commissioned officers in the Army 
to wear plain clothes when absent {from 
duty with their regiments, 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The King’s Regulations already 
permit commanding officers to give per- 
mission to dress in plain clothes when 
on {urlough oF pass to non-commissioned 
officers and men of good character. 


Sleeping Accommodation for Soldiers on 
Guard. 


Mr. COLSTON: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether any and, 
if so, what improvements have been made 
in the sleeping accommodation provided 
for soldiers when on guard; and, if such 
improvement has been made, will he state 
in what barracks it has been effected. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) A new pattern guard-bed, 
with steel spring mattress, has been 
approved and is being supplied to the 
following stations, viz.: London, King- 
ston, Guildford, Tidworth, Bulford, 
Plymouth, Portsea, Gosport, Netley, 
Portland, and Dorchester. 


Volunteer Musketry Regulations. 
Mr. MoCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War under 
which paragraph of the Volunteer Regula- 
tions a Volunteer is asked or required to 
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qualify as a first-class shot; and if he 
can state the standard of musketry 
efficiency necessary to qualify under 
paragraph 4, Army Council Circular, of 
20th June, 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The regulations laying down 
the standard of efficiency for first-class 
shots of Volunteers will be found in the 
Provisional Musketry Regulations pub- | 
lished in 1903; this standard is 100 points. | 
It must be remembered that Volunteer | 
corps can still fire under the old pro- | 
visions contained in the Volunteer | 
Regulations of 1901. 





| 
Romford Volunteer Artillery. | 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- | 
ford): ‘To ask the Secretary of State 
for War what reason, if any, the War 
Office has in not supplying the Romford | 
battery of Artillery Volunteers with | 
modern guns as promised, seeing that | 
the battery is in every way equal in| 
efficiency with the other batteries of the 
battalion which are so supplied. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The stock of those modern 
guns has hitherto only been sufficient to | 
supply companies of Volunteer garrison | 
artillery which are allotted to coast de- | 
fences on mobilisation, and the company 
mentioned is not so allotted. 
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(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
It is not practicable to state what was 
the precise population in the years 
mentioned in the Question, but it is pro- 
bably sufficient to take the figures in the 
Reports of the Census taken in the years 
1831, 1841, and 1851 respectively. On 
this assumption, and taking the number 
of Members of the House of Commons 
as 658, the Parliamentary representation 
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of Ireland in the years 1832, 1842, and 


1852 would, on the basis of population, 
have apparently been 212, 201, and 157 
respectively. 


Submarine Vessels in War. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will communicate with 
foreign Governments with a view to 
abolish the use of submarine vessels 
for purposes of war. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) I 


think the proposal is hardly practicable. 


The War Stores Commission Act. 

Str JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): To ask the First Lord of the 
whether, in framing the 
Statutory Commission Bill, the Govern- 
ment have considered the fact that an 
officer cannot be tried or punished for 
any offence triable by Court-martial 


‘committed more than three years before 


| the date fat which his trial begins; and 


Naval Works Bill. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee): 


To ask the ‘First Lord of the Treasury | 
when the Naval Works Bill will be 
introduced. 


how, in the event of it appearing from 


the evidence in the possession of the 
Government, or that may be adduced 


| before the Royal Commission, or from 
the Report of the Commission, that any 


officer ought to be tried by Court- 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) | 
As I have informed the hon. Member for | 
Rast Perthshire, the Bill is ready, but I | 
eannot yet fix a date for its introduction. 
I will give the best notice I can. | 
Irish Parliamentary Representation. | 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the | 
First Lord of the Treasury if he can | 
state what the Parliamentary repre- 
sentation of Ireland would have been if | 
determined on the basis of population 
at the time of the passing of the Reform 
Act of 1832 and in the years 1842 and 
1852 respectively, | 








martial for offences arising in respect 


of the dealings with Government stores 


in South Africa in 1902, docs he pro- 
pose to deal with the matter so as to 


prevent such officer availing himself of 


a plea of statutory time limit arising 
from the delay in inquiring into and 
ascertaining the facts. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
question of the term within which an 
officer may be tried by Court-martial 
is entirely outside the scope of the War 
Stores Commission Act. That Act has 


been framed to secure the complete 
disclosure of all the facts, and for this 
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purpose provides for indemnity being 
given jto witnesses; but it would have 
been altogether irregular to include in 
it provisions for altering the period of 
limitation for trials by Courts-martial. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Deal Barracks Theatre. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I) 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | 
if he will state whether the theatre | 


situated within the barrack walls at Deal 
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Percentages of Marksmen. 

Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he can state the percentages of marksmen, 
first-class shots, second-class shots, and 
third-class shots in the Volunteer infantry 

and Regular infantry forces respectively. 





| Tae SECRETARY or STATE For 
| WAR(Mr. ARNoLD- Forster, Belfast, W.): 
| The percentages required are as follows: — 
| Marks- Ist 2nd 3rd 
men. Class. Class. Class. 
| Regular Infantry 96 273 416 213 
Volunteer Infantry : 

Old Course 370 — 62°6 0-2 

New Course 20°33 44:2 929-7 56 


op | 


was built at the public expense ; and, if 
so, at what cost, and under what Vote | 
its maintenance is provided for; will he | 


say under what regulations the colonel | 


commanding sanctions the performance | 
of plays to which the public are admitted ; 
and whether any income is derived from | 
the public notices which appear on the 
barrack walls announcing 
performances. 


*THe CIVIL LORD or tue AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Artuur Leg, Hampshire, 
Fareham): The building in question was 
built at the public expense at a cost of 
£3,622. Its maintenance is provided for 
under Navy Vote 10, Subhead L, and 
the average expenditure is about £20 per 
annum ‘The so-called ‘ theatre” is 


theatrical | 


Volunteer battalions may elect which 
| of these courses is to be fired. It must 
be pointed out that these figures do not 
| serve for purposes for comparison, as the 
| courses shot by Regular and Volunte:r 
| infantry are entirely different. 


Volunteer Marksmen. 

Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether only first-class 
shots are now considered by the Army 
Council as fit for active service; if he 
can state what percentage of the British 
Army come under the designation of 
first-class shots; and if he can state 
what steps it is intended to take to in- 
‘crease the number of first-class shots 
_among Regulars and Volunteers. 





under the control of the officer in com- | 


mand of the barracks at Deal, and its 
general management, including admission, 
is arranged by a committee of officers, 
the object of such management being 
the amusement of the men in barracks 
together with their relations and friends. 
The reply to the last portion of the hon. 
Member’s Question is that orders were 
issued some years ago that no public 
notices as to the performances at the 
theatre were to be posted on the barrack 
walls, and so far as is known no income 
ever was, or is, derived from this source. 


Mr. WEIR: I have seen these notices 
on the barrack walls. Will the right 
hon. Gentleman see that the orders are in 
future complied with 4 


*Mr, ARTHUR LEE: 
into the matter. 


I will inquire | 


| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As I bave 
already informed the House, the 
| possession of a first-class certificate by a 
Regular soldier is not a necessary qualifi- 
‘cation for active service abroad. The 
percentage of first-class shots in the 
Regular Army on the home establish- 
ment was 29°85 of the total of the men 
who fired classification practices. As 
regards the last paragraph of the 
Question, the General Staff of the Army 
is constantly engaged in endeavours to 
improve the shooting both of the 
| Regulars and the Volunteers, and these 
efforts will not in any way be relaxed in 
the future. 


Bordon Military Camp. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
| whether he is aware that the sewage 
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from the military camp at Bordon is 
flowing direct into the River Wey, and 
from thence into the River Thames, with- 
out being jtreated or disinfected in any 
way; and whether the War Office in- 
tends to take any steps to deal with the 
sewage before discharging it into the 
River Wey. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Will the 
hon. Member kindly refer to my reply to 
a Question on this subject put by the 
hon. and gallant Member for Bath on 
the 10th instant. 


Chinese Attacks on Whites on the Rand. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
TI beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he has any infor- 
mation as to recent attacks upon the 
white population on the Rand by Chinese 
coolies; whether any steps are being 
taken to piotect the white population 
against outbreaks on the part of the 
Chinese coolies; and what are the 
numbers at present on the Rand of the 
adult male whites and Chinese coolies, 
respectively. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I am not aware | 
that any attacks have been made upon | 
the white population in general. There 
was a disturbance in the Croesus Mine a 
short while ago when some white miners 
were assailed and a white miner lost his 
life. The full investigation of the pro- 
ceedings has not yet reached me. I 
understand that the numbers at present 
on the Rand of adult male whites is 
about 50,000 and of Chinese coolies 
44,000, 


Railway Development in Northern 
Nigeria. 

Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether any decision has yet been 
arrived at in reference to the question 
of railway development in Northern 
N‘geria ; and, if no decision has been 


arrived at, whether, having regard to the | aie 
: ; ae 8 ;cane; and the offence “assault with in- 


impossibility of industrial progress on 
any large scale, either in cotton-growing 
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made, and the unlikelihood of the grant- 
in-aid being reduced until industrial 
development does take place, he can say 
when a decision js likely to be arrived at, 








or other industries, until a railway is 


+> ‘ - 
° + See page 7ov. 
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Mr. LYTTELTON: No decision has 
yet been arrived at, but the report of 
the survey for a railway from the Niger 
to Kano has now been received and is 
under consideration. I should add, 
with reference to the grant-in-aid, that 
the amount inserted in the Estimates for 
the current year is £320,000, which is 
£25,000 less than the amount which was 
voted in 1904-5, 


Mr. EMMOTT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will lay a Paper upon the 
Table giving particulars of the various 
plans and estimates for alternative 
schemes of light and heavy railways in 
Northern Nigeria; and whether he will 
nclude in it the despatches of Sir 
Frederick Lugard on the question (if 
any). 


Mr. LYTTELTON: A Paper will be 
laid giving the particulars asked for and 
including despatches from Sir F. Lugard 
and others on the question. 


Flogging of Chinese Coolies in the Trans- 
vaal Mines. 

*Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if he can state the number, 
if any, of Chinese coolies who have been 
flogged up to date in the various com- 
pounds of the Rand respectively; what 
is the maximum number of lashes which 
has been inflicted; what has been the 
instrument used, and for what offences ; 
and by whose authority such floggings, 
if any, have been inflicted. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : The returns from 
July last up to the end of April of this 
year show that eight Chinese labourers 
have received the punishment of flogging ; 
the maximum number of lashes inflicted 
was twenty; the instrument used is a 


tent to do grievous bedily harm.”’ The 
sentence is imposed by a magistrate and 
has to be confirmed by a Judge of the 
Supreme Court. 
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*Mr. BRIGHT: Is it the practice in| that the Papers relating to the negotia- 
the compounds for the Chinese police | tions with the Zionists would be laid be- 
to inflict corporal punishment on the | fore a final decision was arrived at, and I 
demand of the master of the compound, | shall, of course, bear that pledge in mind, 
and are these cases included in the | 
number given by the right hon. Gentle- | Cruelty to a Native at the Croesus Gold 
man ? | ‘ Bc 

ere ay are Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 

_ Me. LYTTELTON: I have no such Appleby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
information. State for the Colonies whether he has yet 
. ; p ., | received the report asked for by him from 

*Mr. BRIGHT: Will you inquire by | the tinned the = i on the 
cable ¢ case of cruelty to a Native at the Croesus 

Mr. LYTTELTON : I will if some Gold Mine, Langlaagte ; and whether the 
rae contractur, who was convicted and fined 
for the offence, has been removed from 
his post: and what are the steps recom- 
*Ma. BRIGHT: 1 will supply the | mended by tho Transvasl Government 

; with a view to preventing the occurrence 
of such offences. 


reasonable prima facie cause is shown, 
but I cannot act on mere loose allegation. 


right hon. Gentleman with the informa- 
tion he requires, 


Mr. BURT (Morpeth): Have the 





Mr. LYTTELTON : [have asked Lord 
compound managers or aby other | Selborne, as I promised, for a report on 
officials authority to flog or order the | this case, but I have not been able to re- 
flogging of Chinese in the Transvaal ? | ceive a report as yet. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: No flogging can | Mr. LEf{F JONES: Is it coming by 
be administered except on the sentence | cable ? 


of a magistrate confirmed by a Judge | — ‘e ; 
of the Supreme Court 2 | Mr. LYTTELTON: No, by mail. 


<a _| Mr. LEIF JONES: Would it not be 
Pn HON. MEMBER : It is done every advisable to cable, seeing that this con- 


| tractor is still in charge of the mine? ; 
Zionists in East Africa. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 

and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 


Mer. LYTTELTON: This man has al- 
ready been fined, Lord Selborne has taken 
tary of State for the Colonies if any | Steps to prevent a recurrence of such acts, 


further offer of territory has been maile | and there is ample evidences that neither 
to the Zionists in East Africa beyond | he nor I are indifferent in the matter. 


e made by the Foreign Office in 1902; The Banishment of Madho Singh. 
if he is aware that the Under-Secretary | TORENT KENNE a 
of State for Foreign Affa'rs stated that bee Brice : ee « State 
the House would have the opportunity rr a di be atl a ie tte a * Y wth 
of considering the matter before being | a d - a past a wes ri — 
finally determined; and if he will lay a om te Che Deere Jeernes te 
Salicat ’ .-* |House by the Member for South Down 
upon the Table of the House full particu- | —- 5 ee: G00 faleidbeiin, de eee 
lars of the original offer, of the report of i le : Rai ; “I of iP ee 
the Zionist expedition on the said offer, subj cts 0 the Rajput chief o annah, 
and also particulars of any additional or Madho Singh, who has been banished on 
modified offer he may have made jalleged false charges, praying that he 
. | may be restored; will the Government 
Mr. LYTTELTON: No additional or ascertain from the Viceroy of India before 
modified offer of territory has been made. | what tribunal the Raye wee tried 5 what 
I am aware that the Under-Secretary of | V°° the constitution of the Court; how 
State for Foreign Affairs stated a ake the decision was received in the district ; 
House on the 27th of Junet last sigue | and what answer the Indian Government 
ila o“" |has to offer to the statements .in the 


+ See (4) Debates, exxxvi,, 1241. petition. 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 


INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrev, Guild-| \ 
‘carried on between their respective dis- 


'tricts and Ireland. 


ford): My attention has been called to 
the petition referred to. J made a full 
statement on the subject in reply to a 
Question by the hon, Member for North 
Manchester on the 30th June,t 1904, to 
which I would refer the hon. Member. I 
then stated that a Commission had been 
appointed to investigate judicially charges 
of murder by poison in which the ex- 
Maharaja was implicated; and that the 
views of the Government of India on the 
findings of the Commission, and the action 
taken thereon, were published in the 
Gazette of India in a Resolution dated 
the 21st April, 1902. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.):  Be- 
fore what tribunal was he tried # 


Mr. BRODRICK : The whole question 
was gone into judicially by the Indian 
Government in the usual manner, 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Was he not 
banished without any trial and without 
any charge being preferred against him ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The whole matter 
was carefully considered. 


’ Mr. WEIR: Several times, years ago, 
I asked a similar Question and never 
could get a satisfactory Answer. 


Consular Reports on Irish Trade. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ack the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Foreign 
Office will instruct all its Consuls to 
embody in their Reports for the year 
1905 a special Report as to the existence 
or non-existence, as the case may be, of 
trade relations between Ireland and the 
country or district to which they are 
accredited, witha view to determining 
whether the statistics as regards Irish 
trade shall be kept distinct in all future 
Consular Reports from those of Great 
Britain. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.): There is no objection 
to requesting His Majesty’s Consuls to 





+ See (4) Debates, exxxvii., 159, | 
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state in their Reports for 1905 whether, so 
far as they can ascertain, any trade is 


But as the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade has already 
informed the hon. Member, Consuls are 
dependent for official statistics of the 
trade of their districts on the authorities 
of the countries in which they reside, and 
the question of keeping separate records 
of such trade is one solely for the foreign 
Governments concerned, 


Zervi Outrages. 

Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, FE.) : I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Sir Nicholas 
O’Conor made any representations early 
in April last to the Porte with regard to 
the outrages which took place at the 
village of Zervi on March 27th last; 
whether he urged the arrest and punish- 
ment of those responsible for the out- 
rages; and, if so, whether any attention 
has been paid by the Porte to his 
representations. 


Eart PERCY: Immediately on re- 
ceipt of the news of the outrages com- 
mitted at Zervi Sir Nicholas O’Conor 
made most earnest representations to the 
Sublime Porte respecting the lack of 
discipline shown by the troops, and the 
necessity of taking effective steps to 
prevent such incidents. The (rand 
Vizier gave an assurance that an inquiry 
would be held and the officers punished, 
and promised to use his best efforts in 
the sense urged by the Ambassador, A 
Commission of ‘Turkish officers has 
proceeded to Macedonia to conduct an 
inquiry into the state of military 
discipline. The result of this inquiry 
has not yet been reported, but the 
accounts received of later encounters 
between {tbe troops and the insurgent 
bands have shown a marked improve- 
ment in the conduct of the Turkish 
soldiers, 


Sale of Poisons to Agriculturists. 
Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture when he 
proposes to introduce his Bill dealing 
with the sale of substances used exten- 
sively and in large quantity in horticul- 


| ture and agriculture, but which are 








id 
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technically included as poisons under the 
schedules of the Pharmacy Act, in view 
of the efforts made to monopolise the | 
trade in such articles by retail druggists, 
to the injury of these industries of farin- 
ing and gardening. 


*TuE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Aibwyn FELLOWEs, 
Huntingdonshire, Ramsey): The Bill in 
question falls within the province of the 
Privy Council rather than my own, but 
I amin communication with my noble 
friend the Lord President as to the advis- 
ability of its introduction at no distant 
date. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS: Is it in 
an advanced state of preparation ? 

*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: Yes, Sir. 
Canadian Cattle. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture whether he has seen that Mr. 
Fisher, the Canadian Minister of Agri- 
culture, speaking officially on Friday in 
the House of Commons at Ottawa, 
pointed out that s'nce the embargo was 
imposed a million and a half of Canadian 
cattle have been disembarked at British 
ports under the supervision of inspectors 
who could readily detect disease, and 
there had not been discovered the slight- 
est sign of it; and whether the supposed 
danger of disease being introduced into 
Canada from the United States having, 
after several years experience, proved 
unfounded, he will now advise His. 
Majesty’s Government that the embargo 
on the importation of Canadian cattle 
may be safely removed. 


*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: I have 
seen telegraphic summaries of the speech 
to which the hon. Member refers, from 
which I gather that a further official 
communication is about to be addressed 
to us by the Canadian Government. We 
shall, of course, give any such communi: | 
cation our respectful consideration, but 
it would be premature for me as yet to 
add anything to what I have already 
stated on the subject or to anticipate the 
reply to be given to any representations 
which we may receive. 
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Plural Voters. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can state the 
number of individual electors in 
England, Scotland, Ireland, and Wales 
tespectively, as contrasted with the 
number of voters in each of those 
portions of the United Kingdom obtaine 1 
by a summation of the voters’ rolls 
containing the names of voters entered 
in more than one constituency, including 
the University voters. 


THe PRESIDENT or true LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): I am unable 
to give the information desired by the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. BLACK: Are we to understand 
that the Government formulated their 
Redistribution proposals without forming 
any estimate of the number of plural 
voters ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Certainly. 


North Eastern Railway — Accidents 
Caused by Electrically-Charged Rails. 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 

Cleveland): I beg to ask _ the 

Secretary to the Board of Trade whether 

he is aware that two more accidents 

have recently occurred on the North- 

Eastern Railway through contact with 

an electrically-charged rail; and whether 

the Board are taking any further steps 
to protect the public from the danger 
of accidents of this character. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY vo tae BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
The North-Eastern Railway Company 
have notified the Board of Trade of 
two recent accidents of this character 
to persons trespassing on their lines, and 
the Board are in communication with 
the company on the matter. 


Civil Servants and Members of 
Parliament. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer when 
he proposes to recommend the Govern- 
ment to give effect to his proposal 
respecting the appointment of some 


| permanent body or Commission, outside 
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the sphere of electoral pressure and Party 
differences, which might advise the 
Government on matters connected with 
tle salaries and position of Post Office 


officials. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 


Worcestershire, E.): My proposal is not | 


quite correctly stated in the hon. 
Member’s Question. It was that if the 
suggestion was generally approved, a 
Committee of this House might be 
appointed to lay down the principles by 
which the wages of employees of the 
State should be fixed, and to consider 
whether it would be possible to create 
some permanent body or Commission, 
outside the sphere of electoral pressure 
and Party conflicts, to advise the Govern- 
ment of the day in the application of 
these principles to particular cases. I am 
now endeavouring to ascertain the 
opinion of Members upon this suggestion. 
It can only be proceeded with if it meets 
with general approval. 


Assistant Clerks in the Government 
Service. 


Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
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proposes to issue 2 circular to the Courts 
of summary jurisdiction under his super- 
vision in London and elsewhere, calling 
attention to the beneficial results in 
Canada, Australia, Ireland, and America 
attending the hearing of cases and appli- 
cations in which children under sixteen 
|are concerned apart from the adult 
criminal business and from the pernicious 
| influence of ordinary night charges; and 
if. pending the enactment of the Bill 
definitely legalising this procedure, he 
will recommend the extension to other 
places of the experiments made in this 
direction in Manchester, Birmingham, and 
Bradford. 





Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AxkeErs- 
Dovatas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I have 
recently been in communication with the 
magistrates of the Metropolitan Police 
| Courts on this subject, and while, so far 

as these Courts are concerved, I am 
| satisfied that the present arrangements 
| are, generally speaking, sufficient to secure 
| the desired end, I have, in consultation 
'with the chief magistrate, laid down 
Certain rules on the subject which will 





I beg to ask the Secretary to the Secure uniformity of practice. Iam now 
Treasury whether, seeing that sortersand , considering what steps I can usefully take 
telegraphists on attaining the age of| to encourage the adoption of similar 
twenty-five years are granted an addi- | arrangements in other Courts where they 
tional increment of 3s. per week by | are not already m existeice, 
reason of their reaching a marriageable | 
age, and seeing that assistant clerks | 
(new class) at the age specified will have | 
served for a longer period and passed @/ of State for the Home Department 
more severe educational test while | whether he is aware that, although an 
performing work of a superior nature, | applicant for a certificate of exemption 
he will consider _ the advisability of | from vaccination at Westminster Police 
granting a similar increment to assistant | Court on Saturday last based his objec: 
clerks (new class). | tion on the ground that he constientiously 
| believed that vaccination would — be 
Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or | prejudicial to the health of his child, the 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- | magistrate proceeded to cross-examine 
DIsH, Derbyshire, W.): The position and | him and refused to grant the certificate ' 
pay of the assistant clerks has been most | will he state whether the circular contain- 
fully considered and a decision thereon | ing the opinion of the Lord Chief Justice 
arrived at and communicated to heads of | in regard to the manner in which 
Departments last May. I can see no| magistrates should deal with applications 
grounds for reopening the question. for Certificates of exemption has been sent 
to this magistrate; and will he direct the 
magistrate’s special attention to that 
opinion. [The hon. Member, in putting 


Vaccination Exemptions. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 








Special Police Courts for Children. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield 


Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of | the Question, complained that it had been 
State for the Home Department if he | mutilated at ‘he Table by cutting out the 
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name of the magistrate, Mr. Curtis 
Bennett. ] 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The circular 
containing the remarks of the Lord Chief 
Justice, to which the hon. Member refers. 
was sent to all the metrop litan mazis- 
trates. Under the statute, which requires 
the applicant to satsfy the magi trates 
as to the conscientious nature of his 
objection, the magistrate has a discretion 
entrusted to him with which I have no 
power to interfere. 


Me. WEIR: Will the right hon. 
(Gentleman again communicate with this 
magistrate? He, at any rate, appears 
to be obdurate. 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Mr. MACVEAGH: As names are 
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frequently deleted from Questions at 
the Table, may I ask if there is| 
any rule that protects magistrates from | 
having their names given when they are 
accused of improper conduct. 
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that no Question should be altered and 
printed without the Member putting it 
being informed? It would save a great 
deal of annoyance. 


*Me. SPEAKER: It m‘ght not be 
poss'ble to see the‘hon. Member, who mizht 
be annoyed if the Question were not 
printed. 


Assaults on the London Police. 

Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to the statement recently made by 
Sir Ralph Littler, in passing sentence at 
the Middlesex Sessions, to the effect that 
more than 3,090 policemen are incapaci- 
tated fron duty every year as the result 
of violence done to them in the execution 
of their duty, and to complaints made by 


| Judges, magistrates, and the police as to 


bands of persons who raise hostile mobs 
against the police, actively assist in assaults 
committed upon them, and by terrorism 


| make the obtaining of evidence in any 


/subsequent prosecution difficult or im- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It has been the 
custom to omit names where they are 
associated with allegations and are not | 
necessary for clearness, | 
| 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.):| 

Should not the Member be communicated | 
with before a Question is altered ? | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is the custom for 
the Clerk at the Table to put himself in 
communication with an hon. Member 
When his Question is not in order, brt 
the difficulty is that often a Member 
hands in notice of a Question, then goes 
aWay, and it is not possible to communi- 
cate with him. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 


Is it not the rule that the Clerks 
at the ‘lable should not alter a 
Question without the authority of 


Mr. Speaker ¢ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Every Question is 
not brought to me; only those in which 
the Clerk at the Table has any doubt. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): Is it not desirable to make a rule 








possible ; and whether he will introduce 


| legislation for providing the police with 


special powers in such districts, and for 
enlarging the maximum penalty which 
it is now within the power of Judges and 
police magistrates to inflict in such cases, 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have not 
seen the particular remarks referred to in 
the Question; but I am, of coarse, well 
acquainted with the great number of 
cases in which the police are injured by 
assaults, and I and my predecessors have 
repeatedly had to consider what action 
could be taken to protect them. The 
number of Metropolitan Police injured by 
assaults while on duty during the year 
1904 was 2,799, and of these 276 were 
incipacitated for a week or more. I do 
not think, however, that any such legisla- 
tion as the hon. Member suggests is 
necessary. The punishment which can 
be imposed under the existing law is 
already very severe — for an ordinary 
assault on a constable, a magistrate can 
impose a sentence of six, or, if it be a 
second offence, of nine months imprison- 
ment with hard labour, and the Court of 
quarter sessions can impose two years ; 
while for wounding or inflicting grievous 
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bodily harm far heavier sentences can be 
passed. I find that the maximum sentence 
which the existing law allows is very 
rarely imposed. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE: Is it not 
the fact that Sir Ralph Littler, in| 
sentencing a man who had nearly mur- | 
dered a policeman and had been helped | 
in the attempt by a crowd, dep'ored the | 
fact that he could not give him more than 
four years penal servitude. | 





Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have not | 


seen the report of that case. | 
| 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is the right hon. | 
Gentleman aware that the number of | 
policemen incapacitated by violence from 
duty last year in London was exactly a 
hundred times more than the number in 
Treland ? 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
When the right hon. Gentleman says he 
does not propose to introduce legislation 
does he mean he dare not, or that it is 
not desirable ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
desirability of assimilating the laws of 
England and Ireland on this point ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have said 
I think the lawin England on this matter 
is satisfactory. 


Compensation to Injured Policemen. | 

Mr. HAVILAND BURKE: I beg to | 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is prepared to 
introduce legislation whereby an English 
policeman, who under the present law 
gets no more than his pay and medical 
expenses while incapacitated from duty 
by violence, will be placed on a level with 
the Irish policeman, who in a similar 
case has a claim on the local rates for 
compensation. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: A police 
officer who is injured in the execution of | 
his duty receives, it seems to me, liberal 
treatment. He has full pay and free 
medical attendance till he ‘s able to return 
to duty; or,if he has to retire, he is 
awa ded a pension on a high scale. The 
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charge on local rates for the non-effective 
pay of the police is already a heavy one; 
and I do not think that I should be justi- 
fied in proposing, or that Parliament 
would be willing to accept, legislation 
which would have the result of increasing 
it. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE: My Ques- 
tion is not what the Englishman gets, 
but will he be placed on a level with the 
Irish policeman by being allowed to claim 
compensation from the ratepayers ? The 
right hon, Gentleman has not answered 
that. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I thought I 
had done so, at any rate by inference, | 
think the scale allowed in this country is 
a liberal one. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE: It is nota 
question whether it is liberal or illiberal. 
Is it not the fact that the Irish policeman, 
when incapacitated by violence, gets not 
merely full pay and free medical attend- 
ance, but, in addition, a handsome 
sum by way of compensation which is 
levied on the rates? Will the right hon, 
Gentleman put the English policeman on 
the same footing ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
has got a perfectly straightforward 
Answer tohis Question, viz., that the right 
hon, Gentleman does not propose to 
introduce any such legislation. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the Irish 
policemen get thousands of pounds 
compensation at the expense of the rate- 
payers ? 

Mr. AKERS - DOUGLAS: That is 
under a particular statute. 


Mr. FLAVIN: And in a particular 


country. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 


Equal laws for all! 


Street Trading by Girls. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwicl shire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department in how many and 
what cases by-laws prohibiting street 
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trading by girls under sixteen have been 
proposed to his Department; in how 
many and what cases have these by- 
laws been sanctioned; in how many and 
what cases has such sanction been 
accompanied by conditions ; and can he 
lay upon the Table a Paper setting forth 
this information, accompanied by the 
conditions which he has imposed. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Up to the 
present time thirty-four local authorities 
have drafted by-laws under the Employ- 
ment of Children Act prohibiting street 
trading by girls under sixteen years of 
age. In fifteen of these cases the by- 
laws have been formally confirmed, and 
in six more they have been provisionally 
approved. The only modifications sug- 
gested by the Home Office have been the 
addition of a proviso exempting girls 
trading in the company of a parent, or 
in the company of a parent or guardian, 
from the operation of the by-law ; and in 
one case, where the circumstances were 
exceptional, of a proviso exempting girls 
between the ages of fourteen and sixteen 
who were already engaged in street trad- 
ing at the time of the confirmation of 
the by-law. In the circumstances I do 
not think that any advantage would be 
gained by laying a Paper on the Table, 
as suggested by the hon. Member; but 
Ishall be happy to furnish him, if he 
wishes, with particulars of the individual 
cases, 


Attacks on Warders at Princetown. 

Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if his attention has 
been called to the number of recent attacks 
on warders by prisoners in His Majesty’s 
prison at Princetown; and if he will 
consider the advisability of seeking to 
prevent these attacks by providing 
warders with some more effective method 
of defence. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: There has 
heen no special increase recently in the 
number of attacks on warders at Dart- 
moor Convict Prison ; it is quite inevitable 
that, considering the character of the 
population (Dartmoor contains more than 
1,000 of the worst criminals in England), 
outbreaks of bad temper resulting in 
actual violence should from time to time 
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‘occur, but there have only been six 


assaults on prison officers this year and 
seven last year. I see no reason for 
thinking that any special measures are 
necessary for the protection of officers 
beyond those which are prescribed in 
the existing prison regulations. 


Observance of the Lord’s Day in Scotland. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg 
to ask the Lord-Advocate if he will take 
further steps to enforce the statute law 
in Scotland against the public desecration 
of the Lord’s day by the closing of 
establishments for the demoralisation of 
young people. 


Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgw, Bridgton): I am not 
clear as to what the hon. Member means 
by “‘establishments for the demoralisa- 
tion of young people.” According to 
long - established practice proceedings 
under the statutes referred to by the hon. 
Member fall to be instituted by the 
Burgh Fiscal or by a common informer, 
and I am not prepared to make any 
departure from this practice. 


Beaufort Castle Shooting Outrage. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to 
ask the Lord-Advocate if his attention 
has been called to a shooting case at 
Beaufort Castle, in Scotland; and will 
he say what steps are being taken to 
punish the offender. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg also to ask the 
Lord- Advocate whether he is aware 
that one of the sons of Mr. Phipps, 
the occupant of Beaufort Castle, Inver- 
ness-shire, recently fired at the four 
occupants of a boat on a river on 
the estate, and shot in the face John 
Allan Fraser, an employee of Lord Lovat, 
wounding him so severely as to necessi- 
tate the removal of one eye, the condi- 
tion of the other being almost hopeless ; 


| will he state whether Mr. Phipps, the 


assailant, has been placed under arrest ; 
if not, will he explain why this has not 
been done; and whether it is proposed 
to hold a public inquiry into the circum- 
stances of the case. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: Beyond see- 
ing the newspaper reports my attention 
was not specially called to the occurrence 
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appeared on the Paper—-nor was it 
necessary that it should, as such a case 
required to be inquired into at once by 
the Procurator-Fiscal in the ordinary 
course of his duty, and this was done. | 
regret to say that Fraser has lost one eye 
and the other has been seriously injured, 
though it is hoped it may be saved. 
Messrs. John and Henry Phipps were 
yesterday charged before the sheriff and 
committed for trial. The sheriff has 
released them on bail of £500each. The 
precise form of the further proceedings 
in the matter are being considered by 
counsel. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon, Gentle- 
man see that these men, who are certainly 





undesirable aliens, are kept under strict 
police supervision ? | 





Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The hon. | 
Member knows I have no power to place | 
any one under supervision. | 

| 

Mr. WEIR: I hope the right hon. | 
Gentleman will take care to prevent a | 
repetition of this outrage, | 


Irish Land Judge’s Court. | 
Mr, KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): I beg to | 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can | 
say how many estates are now in the | 
Land Judge’s Court, showing the county 
and parish in which each estate is situated 
and the name of the solicitor having 
carriage of sale. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Long, Bristol, 8.) : 
The Land Judge is unable to detach his 
staff from the proper duties of his Court | 
for the preparation of this Return, the | 
advantages to be derived from which | 
would be quite disproportionate to the 
labour and loss of time involved in its 
preparation. Parliamentary Paper No. 
182 of 1904 gives, by counties, the 
names and other particulars of estates 
then in the Land Judge’s Court. 





Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman give a continuation of 
that Return ? 





jection, but I should first like to consult 
the Land Judge. 


Land Purchase Agreements. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners are now em- 
powered to inquire into the free and 
bona fide character of provisional agree- 
ments lodged with them in the cases of 
sales of estates direct to them, in order to 
ascertain whether tenants were compelled 
by the pressure of arrears or the 
withdrawal of turbary and other rights to 
agree to excessive prices when signing 
such agreements. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The jurisdiction 
conferred on the Land Commission by 
Section 10 of the Land Act of 1885, 
enabling them to relieve tenants who 
have been coerced to enter into agree- 
ments by duress,is unaffected by thiese 
regulations, which do not deal with the 
matter at all. 


Mr. MURPHY: What is meant by the 
reference to intimidation in the new 
regulations? Is it intimidation on the 
part of the landlord or of the tenant ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is any 
intimidation which secks to bring about 
agreements which would not otherwise 
be made ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: And who is 
to be the judge of it? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The 


missioners, I presume. 


Com- 


Reitistatement of Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the effect of the new 
regulation issued to the Estates (om- 
missioners directing them to give con- 
sideration to the applications of evicted 
tenants who lost their holdings in con- 
sequence of some general rent dispute 
will have the effect of preventing the 
Commissioners from doing anything in 
the interest of tenants who were evicted 
from estates in consequence of a parti- 
cular rent dispute in their own ca:es; oF 
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whether he will explain the effect of this | 


regulation on the action of the Com- | 


missioners in regard to evicted tenants. | 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The regula- | 


tion, which was designed to embody the | 
present practice, should be read in con- | 
nection with Section 2 of the Act. It | 
was not intended to restrict, and does 
not restrict, the right conferred by that 
section on any evicted tenant, but merely 
directs, in effect, that in disposing of 
untenanted lands for the benefit of 
evicted tenants preference should, con- 
sistently with that section, be given to 
cases In Which the tenants lost their 
holdings owing to a general rent dispute, 
that is to say, the Plan of Campaign | 
cases commonly so called. This, I 
fancied, was desired by all parties, 


Mr. MURPHY: Will the right hon. 
(Gentleman make representations to the | 
Estates Commissioners to do something 
for the evicted tenants inthe South of 
Ireland ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I believe the 
Answer given embodies the view generally | 
held at the time the matter was debated, 
and I am not prepared to go beyond 
that. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if it is pointed out 
to the Estates Commissioners that land- 
lords of certain estates which have not | 
been offered for sale under the provisions | 
of the Land Act, 1903, bave untenanted | 
lands on their own hands suitable for | 
the reinstatement of tenants whose | 
former holdings have been let, or for the 
eilargement of uneconomic holdings, will | 
the Estates Commissioners approach such | 
landlords with the view of purchasing | 
such lands for the purpose of providing | 
evicted tenants with suitable farms, or | 
enlarging uneconomic holdings, | 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir; the | 
Estates Commissioners do not open | 
negotiations with landlords who have not | 
expressed a desire to sell. | 


In reply to a further Question the right | 
hon. Gentleman said there were an enor- | 


mous number of cases already before the | 
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Commissioners, and he did not think there 
was any necessity to go out of the way 
to invite further applications. 


Charge against Gurteen Constables. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, with refer- 
ence to the conviction of Sergeant 
Dunphy and Constable Daly at Gurteen 
Petty Sessions on Friday for assaulting 
two civilians, whether the attention of 
the Lord Chancellor will be called to the 
fact that one of the adjudicating justices 
suggested to the defendants what wit- 
nesses they should call and how the 
defence should be conducted; whether 
he is aware that the resident magistrate 
afforded the justice of the peace an 
opportunity of retiring from the hearing 
of the case; whether any complaints 
have previously been made with reference 
to the political bias of the same justice of 
the peace; and whether he will advise 
the Lord Chancellor to remove this 
gentleman from the commission of the 
peace, a _- 

Mr. WALTER LONG: I have seen a 
newspaper report of this case, from 


| which it appears that during the hearing 
| Lord Ashtown, one of the magistrates, 


asked one of the defendants whether he 
intended to call a certain witness whom 
he had announced on the previous Court 
day he had summoned, but who had not 
appeared on that occasion, The com- 


| plainants’ solicitor at once objected to 


Lord Ashtown adjudicating in the case, 


| whereupon the presiding resident magis- 
' trate said that he had not heard the 


remark complained of, but it was for Lord 
Ashtown to say whether he would adjudi- 
cate. Lord Ashtown replied that he 
would continue to act, and he did so. 
I am not aware that any previous com- 
plaints in regard to Lord Ashtown’s 
action as @ mazistrate have been made. 
The Answer to the concluding inquiry is 
in the negative, 


Mr. REDDY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if his attention has been directed to 
the proceedings before the Petty Sessioas 
Court at Gurteen, county Galway, on July 
7th, when Sergeant William Dunphy aad 
Constable Edward Daly of the Royal 
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Irish Constabulary were convicted and 
fined for assault; will he say whether 
Sheridan and Daly are doing duty at 
Cloncagh protection station; and, if so, 
whether, in view of the conduct of these 


terest of public order in the 


reprimanded. 


fF Mr. WALTER LONG: On two oc- 


casions the magistrates were equally | 


divided in this case, and eventually, on 
the third hearing, the two policemen were 
convicted by a majority of the Bench and 
fined 2s. 6d. each. 
plied that the penalties should be in- 
creased with a view to anappeal, but the 
Bench, by the same majority, refused the 
application. The constables are not now 
stationed at Cleoncagh. Their conduct on 
the occasion in question is under the 
consideration of the Inspector-General. 


—& Mr. REDDY: Are these the men the 
right hon. Gentleman said he was 
dependent on when he arrived in Dublin 
to take up his office ? 


_ [No Answer was returned.] 


Public Accounts Committee's Report. 
Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 


First Lord of the Treasury whether he can | 
now state when the House will be given | 


the opportunity to discuss the Report of 
the Public Accounts Committee of July, 
1904, and of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General of January, 1905. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST | 


LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.rour, Manchester, E.): I do not 
think it would be desirable to add to the 
subjects to be discussed on the evening I 
have given to the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee. The Auditor-General’s Report 
which the hon. Gentleman wants to dis- 
cuss is still under the discussion of 
the Public Accounts Committee, and I 
do not think it would be in accordance 
with precedent that we should, while a 
Con mittee of this House is by Order of 
the House discussing a subject, bring it 
down for discussion here. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he seriously 
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considers that three hours is any thing 
like sufficient to enable the House ade. 
quately to discuss the many matters 
raised in the Report of the Public Accounts 


Committee ? 
policemen, ho will take steps in the in- | 
district | 
to have these policemen removed or | two observations on that. 
'the House of Commons has never had 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Thave to make 
One is that 


any opportunity before, under the 
universal practice of the House, of dis 
cussing this Report. The other is that 
‘if the difficulty which the hon. Gentle- 
man feels in dealing with the whole sub- 


| ject is so great it will surely be greater 


if he adds to it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: [ask for another 


occasion. 


Evictions in the Island of Lewis. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he will intro- 
duce iegislation to prevent jurther 
evictions on the Matheson Estate, Island 
|of Lewis, of persons who have erected 
|their own dwellings, and who will be 
| absolutely without shelter during the 
| coming winter. 





| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
propose to bring in any legislation on 
| this subject. 


Mr. WEIR: Why not substitute this 
‘for the Redistribution scheme which 
nobody wants ¢ Will you do that ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


King’s Lynn and the Redistribution 
Proposals. 

Mr. FREDERICK WILSON: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can take steps to prevent 
the weakening of the rural interest 
caused by taking away Members from 
counties where the electorate is com- 
paratively large and retaining Members 
in boroughs where the electorate is in- 
considerable; whether, by the Redistri- 
bution proposals, one of the county 
constituencies in Norfolk with a popula 
tion of over 40,000 will be obliterated, 
whereas the borough 0. King’s Lynn, in 
the same county, with a population of 
20,000, will be retained; and whether 
some modification can be made in the 
Redistribution proposals so that small 
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boroughs, instead of having an absolutely | 


separate existence, are made the heads 
of county districts. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I think per- 
haps the simplest way of answering the 
hon. Gentleman is to point out to him 
that, even if King’s Lynn is merged in 
the county, the county will still, under 
the scheme of the Government, lose one 
seat, which the hon. Gentleman very 
naturally deplores. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is _ the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that 
the population of King’s Lynn is 


not 20,000, as stated, but over 20,000; 
that ever since I have been the Member 
for King’s Lynn the population has 
annually increased, and that it is still 
increasing. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I quite accept 
the hon. Gentleman’s statement upon 
that matter. 


The International Conference. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether any further negotia- 
tions have taken place with regard to the 
Internationa: Conference proposed by the 
President of the United States; whether 
His Majesty’s Government are prepared 
to acquiesce in the President’s proposal 
to include, among the subjects of dis- 
cussion, the question of making all 
private property, not contraband of war, 
free from capture or destruction by belli- 
gerents at sea; and whether any Papers 
can yet be laid upon the Table. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ihave nothing 
material to add to the statement made by 
Lord Lansdowne a short time ago in the 
House of Lords, that His Majesty’s 
Government have cordially welcomed the 
proposal of the President of the United 
States, and that, in common with other 
nations, they have reserved to them- 
selves the right to consider what ques- 
tions shall be submitted to the conference. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: There 

| pose to try to influence one side more than 
the other. 
-are prepared to treat it as a 


have been no further negotiations ? 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
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The Unemployed Workmen Bill. 

Me. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury a Question of 
which I have given him private notice— 
namely, whether he has considered the ap- 
peal made last night, on the Motion for the 
adjournment, by the Labour Members, 
and whether he is prepared to grant 
facilities for passing the Unemployed 
Bill by extending, if necessary for that 


| purpose, the session beyond its ordinary 
length or by holding Saturday sittings. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In my view, 
the only possibility of passing the Une 
employed Bill in the course of the present 
session is that it should pass as an 
uncontentious measure, which I hope 
might be arranged if both sides were 
prepared to make some concessions the 
one to the other. [ ought to add that 
the task of the Government, or any 
Government, in dealing with this question 
has not been facilitated by the fact that 
some hon. Gentlemen opposite who are 
greatly interested in this measure have 
stated it to be one which makes it an 
obligation on the State to provide labour 
for the unemployed out of local funds and 
desire to extend it to public funds, and 
to be one intimately connected with the 
nationalisation of land. That is no de- 
scription of the Government measure, and 
we do not, at all events, desire to carry 
out those principles. Andif hon. Gentle- 
men consider that those principles are 
embodied in the Bill, it may well give 
other hon. Gentlemen, who do not agree 
with them in this, serious cause to pause. 
I believe that if more sober and wise 
counsels prevail, and if this Bill were 
treated as a machinery Bill, and amended 
so as to become a machinery Bill, it is 
not impossible that some arrangement 
might be made to pass it as sn uncontro- 
versial measure. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON: Do I 
understand that the right hon. Gentleman 
is prepared to bring influence to bear upon 
those who are opposing the measure on 
his own side ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ do not pro- 


It hon. Gentlemen opposite 
mere 
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machinery Bill, and if it be amended as 
a machinery Bill, I think it possible that 
we might be able to pass it in the present 


session. Otherwise, I have no hope of 
its being passed. 
Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 


Clitheroe): When the right hon. Gentle- 
men says “a machinery Bill,’ what 
part of the Bill does he propose to drop ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think Iought 
to have notice of that Question; but I 
may say at once, without futher reference 
to the measure, that evidently that part 
would have to be dropped which enables 
labour to be paid for out of the rates. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
Is it not a fact that all the opposition to 
that part of the Bill which 1s now pro- 
posed to be dropped comes from some five 
or six Members on the Government side 
[‘‘No”’] headed by the Member for Chel- 
sea; and will the Prime Minister bring his 
influence to bear on those Members to 
withdraw their opposition. 


Mr. LOUGH: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman prepared to put down the 
Amendments which he thinks necessary 
in order to enable the Bill to pass ? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: No, I have 
already stated that that must be a mat- 
ter of arrangement between the contend- 
ing critics of the Bill as it stands, The 
hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil bas des- 
eribed the Bill, I think, or rather mis- 
described it, aS one which makes it 
obligatory on the Government to provide 
labour for unskilled workmen, and said 
that we should always have the unem- 
ployed in our midst as long as private 
property in Jand is permitted. If those 
are the principles embodied or embedded 
in the Bill, I venture to think there is 
not the slightest chance of the Bill 
passing this session, or any session, in 
which the present Government, and I 
suspect other Governments, have control 
over the public business of this House. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is it because 
of opinions which I am supposed to hold 
or to have expressed that the Govern- 
ment is now going to drop the Bill? Asa 
point of personal explanation let me assure 
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the right hon. Gentleman that altlough 
I hold strongly that so long as land and 
capital are private property we are 
bound to have the unemployed with us, 
I have welcomed the Bill, not because it 
would compel the local authorities to 
provide work, but because it provides 
the means whereby the local authorities 
might provide work for those who would 
otherwise starve, 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): May IT 
asked whether, as this is a Government 
Bill, the Prime Minister is prepared to 
use the power he possesses to push his 
own Bill through the House of Com- 
mons, and never mind what interpreta- 
tion we put on it? If he does, we will 
lend him all the help we can. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is one of those who have 
certainly not assisted the Government 
in pushing on their own Bills in the 
past. [“Oh!”] It will be found, for 
instance, that the hon. Gentleman voted 
against the closuring Resolutions of thé 
Aliens Bill. 


Mr. CROOKS: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman was quite right from his own 
point of view, and Iam not quarrelling 
wth him; but the hon. Gentleman can 
hardly complain that I do not necessarily 
welcome him as an ally on the point of 
public business. 


Mr. CROOKS: The Government must 
remember that they would not have got 
the Second Reading of their Bill but for 
my intervention, ard therefore they did 
welcome me as anally. I ask the Prime 
Minister whether that miserable abortion 
the Redistribution Resolution—[‘‘Order ”| 
—is to take the place of an important 
piece of legi-lation which has caused 
most of the labour men worry and trouble 
{or the last twelve or fourteen years. 
Let me say publicly ard openly —— 


[‘‘ Order.”’] 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, Member 
must put what he his to sav in the form 
of an interrogation and not of a specch, 
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Mr. CROOKS: Then will the right 
hon. Gentleman move that I be sus- 
pended from the service of this House if 
I object to every piece of legislation until 
we yet satisfaciion over the Unemployed 


Bill ? 


Mra. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry 
the hon. Gentleman thinks so ill of the 
Redistribution Resolutions I would re- 
mind him that ata meeting which he 
attended last Saturday the Bill was 
describel as a Bill that was not worth 
much. 


Mr. CROOKS: Not by me. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): Is it 
not reasonable that we should be told 
what portions of the Bill the Govern- 
ment now consider it necessary to omit 
n order to get the Bill? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I have stated 
the lines on which, and on which alone, [ 
thik there is any chance of passing 
this Bill. Whether those lines will be 
accepted on both sides of the House I 
at present no knowledge. I can 
ly suggest the general principles on 
‘ich an arrangement might be made. 


have 





Redistribution. 

Me. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask a Question 
with reference to order and procedure. 
The right hon, Gentleman the President 
of the Local Goverament Board has 
pla ‘ed on the Paper a notice of a 
Resolution dealing with the question of 
Redistribution. ‘That Resolution is a 
lang and coniplicated one and contains 
within itself a scheme o! Redistribution, 
and it is put forward with the mtention 
of founding a Bill upon it if passed. 
i wish to ask you whether in cases such 
as this the invariable precedent has not 
be-n for the Government to move that 
the House do resolve itself into 2 Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the 
purpose of considering such Resolutions, 
the object being, of course, that on that 


Motion the general discussion shall take | 


plive. Then, when the House went into 
Committee on the Resolutions, they could 
be dealt with clause by clause, just as 
on the Committee stage of the Bill. Tam 
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aware there is no exact precedent, and 
that the action of the Government in 
this matter is, in fact, unprecedented ; 
but the nearest precedents [ am aware 
of are, first, one in 1858 with regard to 
the Government of India Bill, when, 
under the Government of Lord Derby, 
a Resolution was moved that the House 
do resolve itself into a Committee to 
consider certain Resolution; upon which 
it was iutended to found a_ Bill. 
Secondly, in 1868, in reference to the 
disestablishment of the Irish Church, 
Mr. Gladstone’s procedure was to move 
that the House do resolve itself into a 
Commitee to consider several Resolu- 
tions, which were taken up seriatim. The 
particular point Ihave in my mind is 
this. that if the present unprecedented 
procedure is adopted it is quite conceiv- 
able that, after a general discussion on, 
say, the first Amendment possible, 
it may be impossible afterwards 
to take up the clauses of this long and 
complicated scheme in the Resolution 
clause by clause and discuss it, as we 
should in Committee on a bill. I submit 
this, Sir, as a question of order and 
procedure and ask your guidance. 


(Questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I was not awave that 
the hon. Member was going to raise this 
point, or I would have fortified myself 
with full information in advance. The 
rule of the House in dealing with 
Resolutions is quite clear—that is to 
say, the ordinary rule obtains, that each 
Member can only speak once, and no 
Amendments are reserved. The only 
cases in which Amendments are reserved 
are the cases of Bills in Committee, Bills 
on Report, or Resolutions dealing with 
the procedure of the House, taking the 
time of the House, so-calied guillotine 
Resolutions, and the like. Therefore, ifan 
Amendment were put down to leave out 
all the words after the word ‘‘ That” in 
order to insert some reasoned Amendment 
against the Resolution, and if that Amend- 
ment were negatived, then the whole of 
the Resolution would stand, and no 
Amendments would be possib!e. That is 
the ordinary rule of procedure. Ofcourse 
it is open to hon. Members whether they 

‘choose to take that particular method of 
| meeting the Resolution or other methods. 
|With regard to the question whether 
‘the Resolutions should be referred to a 


ly 
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Committee or not, I am afraid I have not 
got the first precedent which the hon. 
Member cited in my mind; but with 
regard to the second precedent—namely, 
the referring of the Resolutions relating 
to the Irish Church to a Committee— 
that was done under the old Standing 
Order which compelled all questions which 
dealt with religious matters to be con- 
sidered in Comittee of the Whole House. 
That Standing Order is now abolished, 
and for that reason it would not be 
compulsory, if any similar Resolutions 
were introduced, to discuss them in 
Committee. 


Questions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I ought to 
apologise for not having given you notice, 
Sir, but it was impossible to engage 
your attention during Questions. My 
point is, not that it is compulsory—I do 
not say at all that it is compulsory—on 
the Government; but I hope to elicit an 
expression of opinion from you that to 
follow a procedure which, according to 
what you have now said, will preclude 
the possibility of dealing in Committee 
with the complicated details of this 
scheme, and which will confine the 
discussion to a general Second Reading 
discussion, is a procedure not suited to a 
case of this kind, and one which ought 
not to be followed. Perhaps the Prime 
Minister will say something to relieve 
the House from the apprehension, which 
I think now will be general, that this 
House aiter a Second Reading discussion 
will have forced upon it, perhaps by the 
closure, a Resolution which is in effect a 
long and complicated scheme the details 
of which have not been considered. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: On the 
point of erder, Sir, if this Resolution be 
presented to the House, I submit to 
you that by the rules of the House it will 
have to be broken up into eleven separate 
Resolutions—tor there are in it eleven 
separate, distinct propositions. This is 
according to the ancient rules of this 
House, beginning with the time when 
the Speaker himself formula‘ed the Ques- 
tion and put it in his own words to the 
Houre. The same question arose, only 
in a much less acute form, with reference 
toa Resolution which my right hon. friend 
the First Lord of the Treasury proposed in 
January, 1902, and which embodied two 
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distinct, separate propositions. I then 
appealed to the Speaker, without any 
notice, and claimed that the Resolution 
must be divided into two, inasmuch as it 
contained two separate propositions, and 
Mr. Speaker Gully ruled that I was right. 
Accoruingly he did divide the Resolution 
into two, and he did put it in two 
Questions. I submit confidently that 
when there are separate and distinct 
propositions in a Resolution, the Resolu- 
tion must be divided into as many 
Resolutions as there are in it separate 
and <listinet propositions, and that each 
must be put separately to the House, 
in order that the House may be enabled 
to exercise its undoubted right to assent 
to one alone while dissenting, if it so 
desires, from all the others. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am _ not 
unwilling. of course, that there should be 
a general discussion on the Resolution. 
But 1 am unwilling that the forms of the 
House should be used to prolong that 
discussion to an impossible length. 


Me. JOHN REDMOND: I did not 
say that. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I aim not 


making any charge against the hon. 
Gentleman. I am only explaining my 
own position. I should be glad to come 
to an amicable arrangement with 
hon. Gentlemen opposite if such an 
arrangement is possible. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNER MAN 
(Stirling Burghs): That hardly meets 
the point, which concerns us all. The 
right hon. Gentleman is willing, 
apparently, to make some arrangement 
whereby there should be no undue 
curtailment of the general discussion 
upon the Resolution as a whole. But 
what We require is the power, after such 
genetal deba‘e, of discussing, it necessary, 
the details of the Resolution ; because we 
are told that the Resolution will 
practically be a Bill, and that we shall 
be short of a large amount of our powers 
when a further Bill is introduced to 
carry it into effect if we have committed 
ourselves to this extremely detailed 
Resclution. I join most cordially in the 
appeal to the right lion. Gentleman that, 
in a matter so enormously important as 
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this, so urgent and complicated, he 
should perhaps between this and Monday 


think of some way to give the House | 


that liberty to which it is entitled, and 
which, in one form or another, it 
insist upon having. 


Mr. A. J. 
right hon. 
misapprehension, 


Gentleman is under some 


discuss the subject of this Resolution in 


detail when the Bill to be founded on it) 


is introduced. The House will have 
absolute freedom to deal with the details 
of that Bill. No power is taken away 
from the House by this Resolution. All 
we seek now is the power to give such 
instructions to the Boundary Com- 
missioners as that they will be able to 
prepare « Bill for the consideration of 
the House, and the House will have full 
freedom to reject that Bil or amead it 
or do anything they like with it. As 
regards the particular procedure to be 
alopted in the case of the Resolution, I 
an quite willing to see by Monday if I 
can meet the views of the House. I do 
not know with what kind of opposition 
the Resolution is to be meet. But I 
suggest that it is hardly fair, if IT am to 
give up every instrument 
possess to press On the business of the 
(Government, hon. Gentlemen opposite 
are to retain every weapon which they 
possess. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: We will give 
up 10 Weapon, any way. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not 
complaining. lam only saying that it is 
somewhat unreasonable that the hon. 
(entleman should come jorward and 
state publicly that there is no weapon of 
elay which he is prepared to give up, 
but Tam to give up anv weapon which I 
may possess for expediting business. 


Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Ithought the right hon. Gentleman was 
Leader of the House. He speaks now of 
the Weapons he possesses as against the 
IT am obliged to remind the 
trght hon. Gentleman that, great as his 
position and powers are, the House is 
greater; and the House ina case like this, 
Where we have a great constitutional 


: 
House. 


change to consider, is entitled not only | 
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will 
BALFOUR: I think the | 


He supposes that it | 
would be impossible for the House to) 


which [| 


(Juestion Ss. 5 


to all the latitude of discussion and the 
powers of criticism which the rules allow, 
but even to any extension of those rules 
that may be necessary in order to give us 
the power required, 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman has reminded me of some- 
thing. Iwill remind him of something. 
It was only two days ago that he 
reproached me with not having forwarded 
the business of the House with more 
rapidity. by which, of course, he meant, 
and could only have meant, that I had 
not used all the powers which, according 
to him, I possess. 


Me. JOHN REDMOND: TI have 
made no request to the right hon, 
Gentleman to give up anv weapon, as 
he calls it; but I have asked that this 
Resolution should be treated, according 
to precedent. in such a way as that the 
House can discuss its details. It is no 
answer to tell me that the details can be 
discussed on the Bill next year, My 
objection is against the pas-ing of a Bill 
in the form of a Resolution this year 
without discussion. The hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn has made. as he always 
makes in these matters. a good point. 
H» has submitted the question whether 
it is competent in the form of one 
Resolution to put to the House a number 
of separate and different propositions. 
Therefore, Sir, [ have to ask vou. ona 
point of order, whether these eleven pro- 
positions will be put separately from the 
Chair. or whether they will be put, 
according to this method, as a weapon 
in the hands of the Government in one 
Motion, thereby precluding the possi- 
bility of discussing the details. One 
word more, I did not use the words 
‘weapon of delay” which the right hon. 
Gentleman put into my mouth. The 
phrase I would wish to use is “ weapon 
of defence.” The right hon. Gentleman’s 
weapon iS a weapon of aggression, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On the point 
of order. Is it not the fact that, in the 
case of the Resolution alluded to by my 
hon. friend behind me, there were two 
quite separate and distinct proposals 
therein contained, whereas in the 
scheme of the Government the genera! 
plan hangs together, aud it is impossible 
to divide it ¢ 

Y 2 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): May I suggest, 
Mr. Speaker, that instead of answering 
immediately tais very grave point, in 
which I entirely agree with the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, you sbould 
take steps to inform yourself from any 
memoranda existing of the private 
rulings on this question which have 
heen given by previous Speakers? This 
is amatter which has seldom been ruled 
on publicly, because such points in 
doubtful cases have been submitted to the 
Chair in advance. I am aware of two 
cases, in one of which I was personally 
concerned, and in the other Mr. Glad- 
stone, in which the Resolutions were 
divided, and in regard to which I know 
private rulings were given. Will vou take 
steps to inform yourself of those private 
decisions ? 


Army 


*Mr SPEAKER: This obviously is a 
very important question, and I think, if 
‘ae House will permit me. I would rather 
take time to consider it. As the Question 
stands on the Paper it would seem to im- 
pose upon me, if I were to accept the 
suggestion which has been made, the 
necessity of drafting some ten or twelve 
fresh Questions, That is one of the points 
which I must consider, and I will take 
every available means of discovering what 
has been done when similar questions 
have arisen in the past. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I re- 
mind you, Sir, that Sir Erskine May on 
this point says that, although one 
individual Member cannot perhaps claim 
to have a complicated Question div'ded 
into its component parts, the House 
can always order it to be so divided ? 


The incident then terminated. 


SUPPLY [l4ru Atrorres Day}, 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


af J 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £1,220,000, 
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be granted to His Majesty, to defray 
the Charge for Capitation Grants and 
Miscellaneous Charges of Volunteer Corps, 
including Pay, etc., of the Permanent 
Staff, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on 
March 31st, 1906.” 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) weleomed 
this opportunity of considering the ques. 
tion of the Volunteers as a separate issue, 
The question of the treatment of the 
Volunteers by the War Office was not 
a Party question. The popular feeling 
which had been aroused by recent events 
in connection with the Voluntecrs showed 
that the country would not stand idly 
by if there was any further attempt at 
the extinction of the force which, in 
spite of years of ridicule and discourage- 


ment and intimidation, and notwith- 
standing what was stated in the 
circular of June 20th, had increased 


both in numbers and efficiency. The 
country wanted to know why these 
attempts were being continuously made 
to impose impossible conditions upon 
the Volunteer force. The object evi- 
dently was to pave the way for 
something else which might not be 
openly advocated or acknowledged. 
They were very glad of the help of the 
Volunteers in the dark days of the war. 
Nobly had they been rewarded for their 
services! No doubt the generals who 
saw them in the field had paid generous 
tributes to the services rendered by 
the Volunteers, but he made bold to 
say that the War Office and the Secre- 
tary of State for War had minimised the 
services which the Volunteers then 
rendered. The reward had been that 
since that time they had been hustled 
and harried. This treatment was all 
the more galling and contemptible when 
they considered that the process of 
strangulation was being carried on under 
the hypocritical disguise of increasing 
their efficiency. The latest move was 
the circular to which he had already 
referred. It was a mere incident. It 
was simply a move in the game. When 
he put a Question to the Secretary ot 
State for War a week last Monday he 
said there were no new regulations. 


Technically the right hon. Gentleman 
was right, but the Answer was rather 
misleading the House as to what had 
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581 Army 
been done. Since then there had been 
two explanatory letters of the circular, 
in one of which the right hon. Gentleman 
said the circular was quite clear, and 
last night they got a revised edition of 
the circular. Most people considered 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 
by that amended edition raised the 
white fag; but he had not surrendered. 


He should like fora moment to consider 
the circular. It was divided into two 
parts. It asked that the Volunteers 
should be divided into two classes. 
Paragraph 5, in the delicate language 
so characteristic of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, asked commanding officers 


divide their force into fit and unfit. He 
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no secrecy at all about its issue. Tn2 
returns undoubtedly ought to have been 
kept a secret, and would have been kept 
secret, but if it was merely an inquiry 
for information he did not see why it 
should be issued in the form of a con- 
fidential document. He asked the Com- 
mittee whether anything could be more 
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to | 


would like to point out that this definition | 


was retained in the amended edition of | 


the circular. He would also point out 
that there was nothing in the original 
circular as to service abroad. It 


grossly insulting than to ask a com- 
manding oflicer to divide his battalion 
into fit and unfit. |Laughter.}] He dit 
not think bon. Gentlemen would laugh 
when they considered the standard to 
be applied. He wanted to bring this 
home to the Secretary of State for War. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNoLp - Forster, Belfast, 
W.): Where do you find that statement ? 
The circular asked commanding officers 
to state all those who were fit for active 


| service abroad. 


Was | 


only after this matter had been referred | 
to in the Press, and a reply had been | 


given to a Question which he put to him, 
that the right hon. Gentleman mentioned 
service abroad. He made bold to say 
that 
conditions meant 


therein defined were 


when the circular was issued the | 


for home service, and that obviously | 


this question of service abroad was an 
afterthought. 
man had availed himself of that 


provide a means of retreat, but he 


The right hon. Gentle- | 
to | 


challenged the right hon. Gentleman to | 


ask each commanding officer what was 
the interpretation he put on that circular 
when it came under his observation. 


*Mr. McCRAE: Paragraph 5 says that 
the report should show the number of 
men i» each corps who were fit and unfit. 


The hon. 
Sentence 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
Member will see that that 
relates to what has gone before. 


Mr. McCRAE said that in the origiaal 
circular it cou‘d not relate to active service 
abroad. Supposing that for information 
only they wished to inquire as to the 
fitness or unfitness of Gentlemen on the 
Treasury Bench, that they divided them 


‘into two classes, and supposing that they 


Commanding officers were, he thought, | 
men of average intelligence, and he made | 


bold to say that 99 out of 100 would | 


reply that they read the circular in that 
light. He would go further and say that 


if this circular had not been disclosed to | 


the public those conditions would have 
been insisted on and carried into effect. 
He could not understand the reason why 
the Government should so shrink from 
publicity in this matter. That document 
was marked ‘ Confidential,” but he 


said that the Press had done a national | 


service in making its terms public. 


He would like 
moment to consider what it meant. 
The right hon. Gentleman said it was for 
information only. If this was an Order 
merely for information there need be 


applied the first standard, and said that, 
instead of having the physical equivalent 
of nineteen years, they should have 
the mental equivalent of nineteen years, 
and supposing that their capitation graut 
was to be cut down by one half in the 
case of hon. Members who fell short of 


‘the nineteen years, what would they 


| do 


the Committee for a! 


+ He knew what the Volunteers 
| would do. They would at once resign. 
| He would like to point out that, notwith- 
standing the amended form of the circular, 
general officers commanding districts 
| were asked to report as to the Volunteer 
| units they proposed to disband or amalga- 
mate. If this cireular was issued to find 
|out how many men were fit to go on 
| active service abroad, why should this. 
| be mixed up in the same circular with 
‘other,matters,!? The more the,circular 
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was examined the more extraordinary 
it became. There were two conditions, 
first the physical test,and secondly expert- 
ness with the rifle. Paragraph 4 of the 
original circular said, ** In addition to the 
above, men reported as fit for active ser- 
vice, should be first-class shots.”” That was 
the test applied to Volunteeis, but not to 
the Regulars during the South African 
War. If this circular had any meaning 
at all it meant that that test was to be 
applied, and that the different battalions 
were to be divided into two classes. TH 
it meant anything else, then all he could 
say was that this circular was as loosely 
drawn as any contract for the sale of 
surplus stores in South Africa. The 
physical standard which the right hon. 
(rentleman applied to the Volunteers was 
higher than that which he was going 
to apply to the home-service Army when 
brought into being. In regard to the 
shooting regulation, the Answer given to- 
day, supplemented by another Answer 
which was given to a Question which he 
put to the right hon. Gentleman, was that 
some of the Volunteer battalions had no 
first-class shots at all, because they 
were under the old conditions, and 
had only marksmen, second-class, and 
third-class shots. That was a mere 
technical point, but it showed how 
absurd the whole proceedings had been. 
He would go further and say that this 
circular was a breach of the Volunteer 
Regulations, which laid down definitely 
with regard to shooting that any regula- 
tion should not be in excess of the re- 
quirements for the soldier in the same 
arm of the service. 


But this circular, after all, was 
merely an eruption. It showed the 
bad state of the blood. It was 


symptomatic of the disease, and must 
be taken in conjunction with the declared 
policy of the Secretary of State for War 
in regard to the Volunteers. His policy 
was divided into two heads. The first 
was the reduction of the Volunteer 
jorce, altogether apart from the question 
of efficiency. He thought the right hon, 
Gentleman would not deny that, because 
on July 14th, speaking in this House, he 
said— 

‘* I propose, therefore, to fix the establishment 
of the Volunteers at 200,000 men and to reduce 
the strength by absorption, in the first instance 
to 180,000 men.” 


Mr. McCrae. 
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The present establishment of the Volun- 
teers was 344,000, and if the original pro- 
posal had been carried out that would 
have meant a reduction of 114,000 men, 
The present actual strength of the Volun- 
teer force was 245,000. The right hon. 
Gentleman proposed to reduce them to 
180,000, a reduction of 65,000. Under 
the second head he proposed to divide 
the Volunteer force into two classes 
If the Committee had _ followed his 
argument they would find that the 
circular conformed to both these con 
ditions of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
pulicy. He thought a very serious 
aspect of the question was that the 
House of Commons repudiated the scheme 
of the right hon. Gentleman both in 
regard to reduction and classification, 
and on the Army Estimates which were 
considered in this House on April 5th it 
was only by the intervention of the 
Prime Minister, backed up by the benevo- 
lent self-denial of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Birmingham. 
that the Government was saved from 
defeat on this Vote. The Prime Minister 
on that occasion threw ever the Secre- 
tary of State for War, who proposed to 
reduce the grant to the Volunteers by 
£300,000—a reduction of one-fourth of 
the total amount. But the First Lord 


of the Treasury said, “Oh no, we 
are going to spend that amount 
in extra efficiency grant.” The fact 
of the matter was that the  mght 
hon. Gentleman dare not carry out 
his policy in the open, and, there- 
fore, means secret and subterranean 


had been resorted to in this circular to 
carry it out. His policy was already 
condemned. 


This policy ot gradual extinction was 
worthy of the Spanish Inquisition. — It 
was initiated by the late Secretary of 
State for War, who nearly destroyed the 
British Army. The present Secretary of 
State for War said at Edinburgh last 
December that if the three years system 
adopted by his predecessor had been con- 
tinued the British infantry as a fighting 
fo ce would have ceased to exist. The late 
Secretary of State for War also “ tried 
his *prentice hand” on the Volunteers. 
He produced impossible camp regulations 
with regard to them. These were after- 
wards modified, if not withdrawn, but 
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not until mischief had been done, and 
after corps had been depleted of their 
best men. These camp regulations caused 
men of splendid physique to send in their 
resignations, and their places had not 
been filled in many battalions, notably 
the Metropolitan battalions, He under- 
stood the Artist Corps, which used to 
turn out 1,200 at inspection, only turned 
out 500 the other day. In other corps 
they had kept up the numbers by 
accepting men of a _ lower physical 
standard. Then came the present Secre- 
tary of State for War, who said they 
were going to introduce medical tests. 
The medical tests were for fitness for 
service abroad. What right had the 
right hon. Gentleman to apply that test 
to a force which had been raised for 
home service? It was an _ invidious 
distinction to classify any battalion 
under the heads of fit and unfit, with 
regard to service abroad—a_ condition 
which they never undertook to fulfil. 
He could not help thinking that this was 
an attempt to smash up the Volunteer 
force andfpave the way for conscription. 
li this had been a medica] test for home 
service it would have been a different 
thing. But, as the right hon. Gentleman 
knew, every recruit) was 
examined before he was enrolled. But 
the right hon. Gentleman, in a letter to 
an hon. Member, gave utterance to this 
loctrine— 


Army 


“The law of deterioration 1s not confined to 
the Volunteer. It is common to mankind.” 


That wasa very profound doctrine. 
did not know whether it would apply to 
His Majestv’s Government. He 
that it had been a popular idea that when 
» young fellow got into the Volunteers 
they rather increased his physical fitness, 
and that he did not deteriorate. The 
(Jucen’s Edinburgh Rifle Volunteers had 
2 strength of 2,400 men. Was it a small 
matter to ask the whole of the regiment to 
be medically examined on the off chance 
of some men volunteering for service 
abroad? He found that an hon, Member 
of this House had been written to by a 
colonel commanding an English Volunteer 
corps who had received a letter of resigna- 
tion from the medical officer of his bat- 
talion because the proposed examination 
wouldtake so much of the medical officer’s 
time. That medical officer refused to make 
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medically | 


He | 
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the examination unless he was paid. He 
regretted having to resign, but said there 
was no other course left open forhim. All 
those things had evidently been under 
the consideration of the Army Council. 
Let the right hon. Gentleman make no 
mistake. The Volunteers did not object to 
serve under a high standard of efficiency, 
but the standard should be one for home 
service; and let it be limited by the 
demands of the Volunteer’s daily employ- 


ment. If anyone considered the progress 
which the Volunteer force had made 


during the past twenty years, he would 
acknowledge that the nation had no 
cause to complain, either as to efficiency 
or cost. The complaint had been made 
that the Volunteer cost £7 a vear, and 
the War Office expected as much service 
and efficiency from him as from the 
ordinary soldier who cost £70 a year. 
But now they even demanded a higher 
standard from the Volunteers than from 
the Regular Army. 


He, and those who agreed with him, 
challenged the policy of the circular of the 
Secretary of State for War. Would the 
right hon. Gentleman assure the Commit- 
tee that this circular had nothing to do 
with his scheme, first, to reduce the Volun- 
teerforce. and second, to divide the Volun- 
teer force into two classes 2 And, further, 
would the right hon. Gentleman under- 
take that no reduction of the force, no 
division into classes, should take place, 
that no change whatever should be made 
in the conditions of service without the 


express sanction of this House / They 


i did not want a renewal of the two abor- 


knew | 


tive attempts to shatter the Volunteer 
force. He used the words advisedly. 
Where did the scheme of the right hon. 
Gentleman now stand. What was wanted 
was a clear statement. They wanted 
to know what the right hon, Gentleman 
proposed to do with the Volunteers ; 
what part he expected them to play in 


the scheme ot home defence—not for 
service abroad. Was the right hon. 
Gentleman surprised at that / He put 


a Question to the right hon, Gentleman 
the other day as to service abroad, and 
the right hon. Gentleman gave him no 
Answer. They wanted to put an end, 
once for all, to this uncertainty. They 
wanted to put a stop to this policy of 





continual nagging. Changing conditions, 
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even if they were practical, were inimical 


Army 


to the efficiency of the force. And if 
anything was to be done, do not let it 
be done in the dark, 

Now, this recent policy of the War Office 


had done infinite harm to the Volunteer | 


force ; 
patriotic enthusiasm on which the nation 
must depend 
The War Office had neglected obvious 
reforms, such as the constitution of 
Volunteer divisions and the Army Service 
Corps scheme for the Volunteers. 
Money had been voted for the latter on 
the Estimates for the last two years ; 
but it had not been carried out. On 
the contrary, the War Office had adopted 
a destructive policy instead of a con- 
structive policy. 


asked the War Office to 
the circular which had been 


ranks, and they 
withdraw 


promulgated without thought and framed | 


without knowledge. The right hon. 
Gentleman's poliey rested on an entirely 
wrong foundation. That policy—he 


thought Lord Roberts was the first to | 


initiate it—was “a small, highly-trained 
Volunteer force.” That was altogether 
wrong. Our endeavour should be to 
encourage the Volunteer service, and 
to give as many men as possible a certain 
degree of military training. He should 
have thought that that would have 
appealed to hon. Members who 
were in favour of universal military 
service; and why did they not 
support it / 
that the Volunteers stood between this 
country and conscription. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for War dilated in one of his letters, with 
unctuous rectitude, and at great length, 
as to the intentions and motives of the 
Army Council. They would judge the 
right hon. Gentleman and the Army 
Council by their actions; and it would 
be found—if the right hon. Gentleman 
had not discovered it beforehand— 
that the Volunteers, while giving valuable 
although gratuitous service to the State, 
were heartily sick of this treatment ; 

and that they did not intend to be the 
shuttlecock of any War Minister. He. 
begged to move. 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question | 
proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 


Mr, McCrae. 


owen } 


it had done much to sterilise that ' 


in the hour of danger. | 


What was wanted was | 
to restore confidence in the Volunteer | 


It was because they realised | 


Estimates, 1905-6. 588 
the said 





be granted for 





ders vice.” 


| Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
| Central) said it was very important 
| that this matter should be kept as free as 
possible from Party politics; and 

| rising to support the Motion of the hon. 
| Member for East Edinburgh he truly 
believed that hon. Members on both 
sides of the House who would support 
that Motion were not animated by any 
‘feeling of hostility, personal or Party, 
to the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
of State for War. The hon. Gentleman 
who moved the Motion had drawn 
attention to the very serious condition of 
| things, which had been going on for some 
time, with reference to the Auxiliary 
| Forces. The incident which had called 
forth the Motion of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite was maiuly the circular issued 
on 20th June last. He could not under- 
stand with what object that circular 
was issued, or what advantage it could 
possibly have when issued. It might 
possibly have been excused if some 
ereat war were imminent; but the 
ordinary man in the street did not think 
that there was such a lamentable state 
of things. Even if war were imminent, 
the information required by the circular 
would be out of date within three months, 
and the whole of the trouble which had 
been put on the officers of the Volunteer 
force and on the medical officers would 
be absolutely useless. 


Then, had the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for War any authority or right to 
issue sucha circular? Was it possible to 
give power to the Secretary for War to 
issue a circular, and within a fortnight 
withdraw it and issue another amending 
circular, which, though marked ‘Con- 
fidential,’ appeared the next day in the 
newspapers ? What were the conditions 
of Volunteer service ? They were that— 

“In case of imminent national danger or of 
great emergency (the occasion being first com- 

| municated to both Houses of Parliament, 
Parliainent is sitting, or declared in Council, 
} and notified by Proclamation if Parliament is 
not sitting) His Majesty may call out the 
| Volunteer corps ot the respective counties, or 
| any of them, for actual military service. 
{ 
| 


Evidently no such condition of affairs 
g | existed at the present time. The right 
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hon. Gentleman wanted a medical ex- 
amination of the Volunteer force. Was 
he not aware that, under Regulation 
119 for the Volunteer Force for 1901— 

‘Every candidate for enrolment will be 
required to pass a physical examination by a 
medical officer of the corps.” 

These returns were submitted to the 
War Office, and the right hon. Gentleman 
had only to ask for an analvsis of these 
returns in order to give him all the 
information he required. Again, who 
was to pay the expense of this examina- 


tion? Was the right hon. Gentleman 
to issue an order that the sergeant in 
charge of the battalion was to sound 


the bugle-call so that he might obtain 
the information? He had had a 
communication from the commanding 
officer of a Volunteer regiment, who 
said that it would be impossible to 
examine more than four men in an hour. 
Take a regiment of 400 men, that meant 
that the medical man would have to 
spend 100 hours in this medical examina- 
tion tor the information of the Secretary 
of State for War. He noticed that the 
circular hed been put in much better 
terms in the version which appeared 
in that morning’s papers; but it was 
a great pity that it had not originally 
been issued in these terms. 


not understand who it 
drafted the War Office 
He could not bring himself 

believe that it was the military 
members of the Army Council who were 
responsible. They were the Adjutant- 
General, the Quartermaster-General, the 


could 
that 


circulars. 


fie 


Wa 


Chief of the Staff, and others and he 
could not believe that they ever consented 
to the issue of such a circular. The 


Adjutant-General had been an adjutant 
of a Volunteer corps quite recently, and 
he might have known the extraordinary 
effect which that circular would produce 
in Volunteer circles. General Kitt had 
been connected with the Auxilicry Forces 
and had commanded in the field, and 
he maintained that, if a circular such 
as this was issued to the Volunteer and 
Auxiliary Forces without the Director 
of the Auxiliary Forces being called 
into consultation with the Army Council, 
t was a most unsatisfactory and un- 
fortunate state of things. In 1901 
600 officers and 20,000 Volunteers came 


{13 JuLy 1905} 
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back from active service in the field in 
South Africa, and a circular was issued 
asking “If the Volunteers wished to be 
taken seriously!” He knew perfectly 
well who was the author of that circular. 
He was an officer who was retained. 
at the headquarters in defiance of all 
rules and regulations that had been 
made as to the headquarters staff since 
1898. He had always refrained from 
mentioning his name before, but he 
must do it now. It was Colonel Adye. 
He did not say that that offiesr was the 
author of this circular; but he was the 
author of the circular of 1901 which had 
to be withdrawn. And that officer was 
the only officer of ali those connected 
with the great disaster at Nicholson’s Nek 
in South Afriea who had not been pun- 
ished. He did not say that that officer 
was the author of this cireular; but, 
at any rate, the stvle of it was much 
the same as that of the circular of 1901. 
He was not going to labour this matter ; 
but he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for War would be 
better advised in the future; and that 
he would withdraw the circular. Every- 
body made mistakes, and the right hoi. 


Gentleman should admit that he had 
made one on this oc¢easion. 
His hon. friend who moved the 


tesolution had rightly said that this 
circular was only an incident in the 
career of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State tor War. He, 
himself, was animated with the most 
triendly feeling for the right hon. Gentle 
man; indeed he was one of the first to 
congratulate him by telegram on_ his 
appointment to his present high office. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said 
recently that the Volunteers would always 
find in him a most sympathetic defender 
of the Volunteer force. But how cruelly 
had the Volunteers been disappointed in 


him! The right hon. Gentleman had 
shown an extraordinary method of 


exhibiting that friendship and sympathy. 
What was the position of affairs? The 
right hon. Gentleman had been in office 
for eighteen months or two years. He 
had had in his hands the Report o: the 
Norfolk Royal Commision—a Com- 
mission which had called eighty-two 
witnesses and had held 130 odd 
j Sittings, and which placed in his hands 
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a series of propositions. 
right hon. Gentleman done with that 
Report ? It was common knowledge 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 
done nothing to give effect to the recom- 
mendations of that Roya] Commission. 
There was not an officer or a private 
in the whole Volunteer force who was 
not willing to aid the Secretary of State 
in any reasonable manner to improve 
the condition of the force. What did 
the Royal Commission say !— 

* The Volunteer ferce owes its origin and 
continuance mainly to the energy and good- 
will of its officers and men, and the fact that 
it does not attain to the standard imposed by 
war conditions is in no way attributable to 
them.” 


Ii the right hon. Gentleman had read 
that on page 9 he wouid at 
once have said that it depended on the 
War Office to put the Volunteer torce 
into a proper state of efficiency. It was 
not possible, with the limited time at their 
disposal, to go into the whole of the Report 
of the Royal Commission, but there were 
one or two passages to which he would 
like to call attention; for instance. the 
Report said— 


passa ge 


“The training of the Volunteers is carried 


on under considerable difficulties as to both 
time and space, and is in many cases especially 
hampered by the want of easily accessible 
ranges. The efficiency of the different units 
varies greatly, and some reach a high level, but 
taking the force as a whole neither the musketry 
nor the tactical training of the rank and file 
would enable it to face with prospect of success 
the troops of a Continental army. The Volun- 
teer Artillery lacks the requisite training and 
mobility. The transport, equipment, and 
artillery mat¢rie/ of the Volunteer force are 
far from satisfactory.” 


The right hon. Gentleman had dealt 
with that by taking away the only guns 
they had and sending down a whole army 
ot artificers to alter and improve them 
until the result was that in the opinion 
of experts it was dangerous to fire them 
at all. The Report continued— 

* The only attempt at organising the Volunteer 
force in the cadres required for war has been 
the grouping of the infantry battalions in 
brigades. Certain battalions are picked out 
from these brigades to form other brigades in 
the field army, and no less than twenty-six Volun- 
teer battalions are shown in the Army List as 
belonging at the same time to two different 
brigades. These Army field brigades have 
no permanently appointed commanders. Of 


the others, some are broken up on mobilisation, 
ard their peace organisation does not correspon’ 


Sir Howard Vincent. 


{COMMONS} 


What had the! with their war duties. 
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Some are under the 
command of the officer commanding the regi- 
mental district, who has many other duties, 


especially on mobilisation. Four are under 
officers commanding the regiments of the 


Guards, and the remainder are during the week’s 
camp under the command of a brigadier who 
has no authority over them at other times. 
There is no divisional organisation, nor are any 
arrangements made for the command 
staffs of large masses of Volunteers of 
various arms told off to the defence of London, 
beyond the grouping of the infantry brigades 
as already mentioned.” 


and 
the 


He submitted that, when this document 
came before him, his right hon. friend 
and the Army Council had a definite 
task to discharge. With verv little 
difficulty and trouble they could have 
corrected this deficiency in the Volunteer 


force. But had anything been done in 
that direction? Absolutely nothing. 


And in his opinion this was attribut- 
able entirely to his right hon. friend the 
Secretarv of State for War making 
speeches in derision of the force and 
in derision of the contribution they 
made to the South African forces, and 
it was onlv natural in those cireum- 
stances that nobody under him would 
do anything. The hon. Alember who 
brought forward this Motion spoke of the 
losses which the force had suffered in 
officers and men. From 1900 to the 
present time a large number of officers 
had sent in their resignations, and there 
had been a loss of 34,000 men, but had 
anything been done by the right hon. 
Gentleman or anyone under him to 
obtain officers for the Volunteer force ? 
Had anything been done to give the 
force confidence or to reorganise it for 


war under officers who would not be 
taken away to other duties on the 
declaration of war, but who would 


be responsible for their brigades in times 
of peace and in the field in time of war ! 


Nothing had been done. What had 
been done was to make declarations 


deriding the assistance given by the 
Volunteers in South Africa and deriding 
their efficiency. The inspecting officer 
saw every man individually at times of 
inspection, and it was the duty of that 
officer to make a report which ultimately 
came into the hands of the Secretary of 
State, who should communicate with 
the commanding officer upon the sub- 
ject. If a regiment was inefficient, it 


was the fault of the commanding officer; 








e 
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but nothing had been done in _ that 
matter. 
manding officer who told him that the 


sending out of a circular was merely | 


urnishing the Secretary of State for 
War with ammunition for further 
sarcasms. 


The state of affairs was very serious 
indeed. The Prime Minister, as Presi- 
dent of the Defence Committee, said 
only the other day that in 1899 and 1900 
thev had a great mass of Volunteers, 
but no means of organisation by which 
they might be utilised. Lord Roberts, in 
another place, recently said also that 
the condition of this force was worse 
than it was in 1899. The right hon. 
Gentleman was the only man connected 
with the administration of the Army 
vho had not approved of the Volunteer 
force in the slightest degree. Lord 
Roberts in a letter said the lesson of 
the South African War had been learnt 
in America, Canada, Australia, and New 
Zealand, and that legislative measures 
had been passed to deal with this matter. 
Had the right hon. Gentleman done any- 
thing to form a strong force? At the 
outbreak of the South African War 35 per 
cent. of the Regular Army were unable 
to embark either from being under 
ge or from medical inefficiency. These 
were vital headquarter matters but 
why should the right hon. Gentleman 
waste his time and the finances of the 
‘ountry and upset the whole Volunteer 
force by retaining it in its present state 
of uncertainty. Unless there was some 
satisfactory information to-night and an 
undertaking from the right hon. Gentte- 
man that he would not persevere in this 
ridiculous course, and that during the 
recess no attempt would be made to take 
any step with the object of cutting down 
the force, he would have to vote for this 
Amendment. The right hon. Gentleman 
had no right to carry out these ideas of 
his own against the will of the represen- 
tatives of the people, and unless the 
right hon, Gentleman could give the 
assurance asked for he should vote for 
this Amendment, because he believed 


the Volunteer force was necessary to this | 


country as a barrier between this country 
and that conscription which the right 
hon. Gentleman favoured. 
been no declaration so far on the part of 


{13 Jury 1905} 


He had a letter from a com- | 


There had | 
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| the right hon. Gentleman of his views with 
| . . 
regard to conscription. 


*\Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes. In 
this House I have made a public declara- 
tion that Lam strongly opposed to it. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT expressed 
his gratification at the definite declaration 
of the right hon. Gentleman, and said he 
thought that this debate had well occupied 
the time of the House even if nothing 
else resulted from it. He earnestly 
hoped his right hon. friend would pardon 
him if he had used any expressions he 
should not have used in the heat of the 
debate. He was animated with the most 
friendly feelings towards his right hon. 
friend, and he was only urging him to take 
the course which he (Sir Howard Vincent) 
believed was best for himself, best for the 
Government, and best for the Party to 
which he belonged. 


*Mr. C. R. SPENCER (Northampton- 
shire, Mid.) said he felt justified in asking 
the Committee to allow him to say a few 
words upon the Volunteer question, 
although he had spoken upon it on a 
previous occasion, because something very 
serious had recently happened and he 
felt bound, as a Member of Parliament, 
to express his opinion on the two circulars 
issued recently by the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s Department. The position of the 
Volunteers at present was a very serious 
one, and it was the bounden duty of 
evervone who had the interests of the 
force at heart to speak out with no un- 
certain voice and to say what he thought 
should be done to assist the Volunteer 
force. This was a question which had 
a very great interest for the country at 
large, because it not only affected the 
well-being of the constitution of the 
Auxiliary Forces but also the country as 
a whole for if these circulars were allowed 
to be continued there was a fear that this 
one great rampart which protected us 
from the evils from which foreign countries 
suffered would be removed. He, there- 
fore, would oppose evervthing that 
might end in almost the ruin of the 
Volunteer force. The right hon. Gentle- 
man would forgive him saving that he did 
not think the right hon. Gentleman had 
improved at all in his knowledge of the 
Volunteers. If the right hon. Gentleman 
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and the wishes of the Volunteer forces 
he would not have embarrassed them with 
the circulars that had been reterred to, 
and would not have allowed that force 
to be worried and harried until large 
numbers had been forced out of the force 
altogether. 

He himself believed that — the 
Volunteer force could be brought up 
to a state of efficiency if regard was 
had to its conditions of — service. 
The right hon. Gentleman seemed to 
have forgotten that the Volunteers were 
Volunteers, and that no amount of 
screwing, by circular or otherwise, could 
raise or, as he would prefer to put it, 
lower good Volunteers into sham Regulars. 
He disapproved of the harassing of the 
Volunteers, and — strongly protested 
against the addit’onal worry recently 
entailed by the medical examination. 
It was impossible for the medical officers, 
without extra remuneration, especially 
in country battalions, many of whose 
members lived at great distances from 
headquarters, to go about medically 
examining under the new _ circular. 
“ Faulty teeth ” were referred to in that 
document. Everybody, whether civilian 
or military man, knew that faulty teeth 
were a great hindrance to the comfortable 
carrying out of the duties of life, but in 
these days, when Volunteers were not 
required to bite off the ends of their 
cartridges, he thought it was really 
unnecessary to set up a difficulty about 
faulty teeth or the number of teeth 
possessed by Volunteers. If the Army 
Council or the right hon. Gentleman 
laid down the requisite number of 
teeth a Volunteer was to have to ensure 
proper mastication, the further difficulty 
would immediately arise as to who was 
to decide which teeth were thoroughly 
sound and which not. Then there was 
the question of age. That was always 
i. delicate matter to discuss either in or 
out of Parliament. Doubtless the righ’ 
hon. Gentleman, like himself, would gladly 
recall his forty-fourth birthday. But 
he did not consider that the fact of a 
man’s being forty-five years of age was 
any bar to his performing good and 
efficient service as a Volunteer. The 


enforcement of that condition would deal 

a heavy blow to the Volunteer force, 

because in many battalions the back. 
Mr. C. BR. Spencer, 


{COMMONS} 


had learnt a little more of the feelings ! 
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bone of the regiment were men of forty- 
five who had been in the _ battalion 
fifteen or twenty years, understood the 
discipline, and encouraged the younger 
members to follow in the proper course. 


What was the object of the circular / 
It was said to be economy. Laudable 
economy was to be strongly supported. 
but there was such a thing as ill-judged 
parsimony, and he greatly feared that 
the action of the right hon. Gentleman 
would cost the country millions if here- 
after—which heaven forbid—there was 
demanded from the population of this 
country an armed force to resist invasion, 
Was this the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government with regard to the Volun- 
teers? Was the Government going to 
follow what he conceived to be the fatal 
guidance of the Secretary of State. and, 
ignoring the valuable services rendered 
by them in the late war, regard the 
Volunteers as a force which could not 
be taken seriously 4 Was the Govern- 
ment going to support the Volunteers 
or not! It was time the Volunteers 
had that question answered. Already 
there were unmistakable signs that the 
force was getting discouraged. 
of the great London battalions, the pride 
of the Metropolis, had been  consider- 
ably reduced, and an end ought to be put 
to the present uncertainty at once. Was 
it the policy of His Majesty’s Government 
permanently to reduce the Volunteer 
force? It the Volunteers would 
know where they stood. The depute- 
tion of the National Guard of America 
which recently visited this country were 
horrified at the disregard and contempt 
with which the Volunteers were treated 
by the Government. Why was it the 
National Guard occupied the position 
it did in America? As far as he could 
understand, they were more or 
the counterpart of the Volunteers here ; 
they had taken across the Atlanti¢ the 
hatred which we shared of conscription 
on European models; and, like our 
Volunteers, they regarded themselves 
as the strongest rampart against the 
adoption of a policy of conscription. 
In all sincerity and friendliness, he asked 
the Secretary of State to pause long 
before he enforced his immature schemes 
against the Volunteers. But if the 
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right hon. Gentleman turn d a deat 
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ear to his ery, he would appeal with 
confidence to the House of Commons 
itself, from which all the power of the 
right hon. Gentleman was derived, to 
prevent the ruin of the Volunteers being 
consummated. 


*(OLONEL DENNY (Kilmarnock Burghs) 
said there had been many debates on 
this subject ; but all the arguments which 
had been put forward for the benefit 
ot the Secretary of State for War 
appeared to have been thrown away. 
There were two aspects of the question— 
the sentimental and the practical. 
Human nature, being what it was, was not 
expected to offer or to anticipate grati- 
tude. Whatever was done for one’s 
country or kin should be done spontane- 
ously from high motives, and nothing 
expected in return—and it was astound- 
ing with what unanimity the Volunteers 
had been paid in accordance with that 
principle. The sentimental grievance 
was powerful, but the practical one 
could be brought in in such a way that 
the Committee would sympathise with 
the Volunteers in the one and help 
them in the other. For more than 
fortv vears this country had enjoyed 
the services of a force which had stood 
between it and conscription. He feared 
that sometimes they had stood too 
successfully between the country and a 
proper system of military training; at 
any rate, they had given their best, 
and had proved that within the conditions 
of service of men who had to earn their 
living there could be given sufficient 
military training to render a War Office 
of any common sense whatever secure 
against the adoption of a policy of con- 
scription. But for forty years what had 
they received / The same neglect, the 
same method of being ignored, the same 
statements in Parliament that whatever 
they did was not enough. However 
much they tried, they could not attain to 
the high standard of Pall Mall. He gave 
the Unionist Government the credit of 
laving been the first to recognise the 
necessities of the Volunteers and to offer 
‘hem the additional money they re- 
quired, but if the Government were so 
certain that Volunteers were of use as 
to give them that money, why had they 
not consulted them? He did not blame 
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the present Secretary of State any more 
than his predecessor or his successor; 
they were only ripples in the sand, and 
the tide swept them away. What he 
blamed was the permanent feeling that 
subsisted in those who really governed 
the military forces of the country in the 
War Office itself. Secretaries of State 
were friendly enough to the Volunteers 
before they went into office, but imme- 
diately they got there they came under 
influences which caused them to throw 
overboard their previous views on the 
matter. 

What had the Volunteers left undone 
for which they were condemned? They 
were said to be so puny that thev could not 
compare with the *‘Sons of Anak” found 
in our Line regiments. The hon. Member 
for East Edinburgh, the hon. Member 
for Central Sheffield, and himself were 
fair samples, and they had given 
twenty or thirty years service free, gratis, 
and for nothing, to their country. Then 
the War Office asked as to their teeth. 
* Were the miserable stumps that adorned 
the gums of the Auxiliaries to be com- 
pared with the rows of ivories of our 
Regulars, one smile from which was sup- 
posed to be sutfticient for the destruction 
of the foe ?’” In other words the foreign 
service conditions were to be applied to 
the inspections of teeth of a home-service 
Army. That was the sort of rubbish 
to which they were treated from 
the War Office! Would it not have 
been far better for the Secretary of State 
to have gone to the Association of 
Volunteer Commanding Officers and have 
said, “Gentlemen, I am not quite 
satisfied with you, but if you will come 
and reason together with me I think we 
can manage to make you better than you 
are?” Every single officer would then 
have placed his experience and know- 
ledge at the service of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and he would have got 
exactly the information he wanted. But 
that was not the way the War Office did 
its work; it was the way business men 
would have done it. 

It was no use the War Office thinking 
they cou'd do without the Volunteers. 
What happened in the South African 
War? Practically every available 
Regular was sent cut of the country, 
leaving scores of thousands of useless 
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men behind wrom the War Office dare 
not send, and then the War Office came 
on the Militia and Volunteers. The 
Secretary of State had never yet given 
the correct figures of what the Volunteers 
did for the country in that campaign. 
His own battalion, for instance, was 
credited with 115 men. The terms of 
service were made most difficult; they 
had to be not under twenty or over 
forty-five vears of age; they had to be 
unmarried, to have all their teeth, to be 
marksmen, to go out in companies. In- 
stead of sending only 115 men hisbattalion 
sent 589 men to the front, the difference 
being accounted for by his men enlist- 
ing in the Regulars, Militia, and Yeo- 
manry, of whom no notice was taken by 
the War Office in their calculations of 
the services rendered by the Volunteers. 
He repeated it was no use the War Office 


thinking they could do without the 
Volunteers. The South African War 


clearly proved that, and what would 
happen in the next war would be exactly 
what happened in the South African War 
-- in less tha: six months the War Office 
would be begging for he!p from Auvili- 
aries, and they would get it again if they 
did not interfere and spoil the service 
now. What was going on at the present 
moment? They were to depend on the 
Regular Army, apparently, for the defence 
of these sliores, and upon the Volunteers 
‘or foreign service. Thev were dealing 
with men who did not aspire to place 
tiiemselves alongside the professional 
soldier; the Volunteers had to earn their 
bread and they did their training in 
their spare time. But were they, there- 
fore, to be ridiculed ? They gave their time 
to the country, and were they on that ac- 
count to be despised and told that they 
were not being taken seriously. The 
Volunteers served a much bigeer purpose 
than any mere training of men. He did not 
care whether a man were seventeen or 
seventy, if that man underwent regular 
training, was put under the discipline 
which a Voluntcer regiment ough: to 
vive, an trained to shoot, he could 
not le the worse for it, and he was 
bound to be better. They:erved a great 
purpose in that they afforded an oppor- 
tunity for that physical training which all 
desired, and for fifty years they had 
ploddel on, doing their best in a quiet 


way for the benefit of their country, and, 


Colonel Denny. 


{COMMONS} 


while permitted, they would continue so 
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Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) said that anybudy who had listened 
to the speech of the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman opposite and other hon. 
Members who had spoken in the debate, 
would very much regret that this was 
the first time for four years that the 
Volunteer Estimates had been put before 
the House, and the House had 
able to give the Secretary of State 
any guidance. This was all the more 
important because the Volunteer force 
was essentially a civilian force dependent 
upon civilian officers, maintained — by 
civilian efforts, and put under the 
control of the Secretary of State as 
distinct from the Commander-in-Chiet 
in all particulars of its discipline and 
organisation, The present Secretary for 
War had told them that the only condi- 
tion upon which he would grant the 
Volunteers any improvements in their 
organisation and their training facilities 
was dependent first of all upon a reduc- 
tion in their number. That was a 
most unfortunate state of things for the 
Volunteers. He did not wish to labour 
the point made by previous speakers 
that the action of the Secretary of State 
for War and his predecessor towards the 
Regulars and the Volunteers had bee: 
precisely the same. A circular had beev 
issued which was afterwards condemned 
and then withdrawn, and that process 
had prevented people entering the Volun- 
teers, and not only had it reduced the 
number both of men and officers, but it 
had also reduced the efficiency of the 
force. 


been 


All this trouble had = arisen be 
cause the Secretary of State for Wat 
would not listen to the advice and 
recommendations of the Commission 
who had considered this question. He 
believed that the answer which the 
Secretary of State must give to those 
who drew up the Report of that Com- 
mussion would be the kind of exertion 
which would have to be exacted from the 
Volunteers in the future. That Com- 
nussion had put a definite question which 
had never been answered. They asked 
for what purpose did the Volunteers 
exist. Was it for the defence of this 
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country, and, if so, was this country 
to be defended solely by their efforts or 
was it to be defended by the efforts of 
Volunteers plus a stiffening and strength- 
ening by the Regular Forces ¢ Upon the 
answer to that question must depend 


A TINY 


the Vote before the House and the 
sort of duties the country was going to 
exact from the Volunteers. To that 


question the Secretary of State for 
War, whatever his other shortcomings 
might be, had given them a frank, con- 
sistent. and constant answer. He had 
told them both by his own words and 
through the mouths of two or three 
other gentlemen that the Government 
looked tor home defence against raids 
to the Volunteers. Lord Esher had 
stated that it would be an illusion to 
suppose that the Volunteers could repel 
It was said that an invasion 
of this country was impossible, and 
that raids could only be attempted by 
a force of less than 5,000 men. It was 
further stated that 250,000 Volunteers 


ah invasion. 


were more than sufficient to deal 
with 5,000 raiders and therefore the 
Volunteers ought to be cut down. 


That was the kind of argument which 
iad been addressed to this House. 


He agreed that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had been consistent and courageous 
in the arguments he had put before the 
House, and he would quote a phrase or 
two from the statements which he had 
made. He told them in the debates 
which took place at the beginning of 
this session that there were in the Volun- 
teer force a large number of men who 
ought not to be in it, and that it was 
the intention of the Army Council to 
deal with them in such a way that they 
not remain in it in the future. 
The right hon. Gentleman went on to say 
that they wanted better officers, more 
efficiency and training, longer time in 
camp, and other things, and he stated 
that these could only be obtained after 
a reduction in the numbers of the force 
had been effected. That was the prin- 
ciple which animated the right hon. 
Gentleman in his action to-day and in 
the cireular which he had issued. A 
similar statement had been made in 
another place by Lord Donoughmore, 
who had stated that the Volunteers 
Were slightly more numerous than were 


would 
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now required, and that by a reduction 
in their numbers they proposed to 
increase their efiiciency. He had laboured 
this point because he anticipated from 
the right hon. Gentleman a defence 
which had already been set up that 
afternoon. He would no doubt reply 
that he meant nothing but good to the 
Volunteers, that he had their interest 
closely at heart and identified himself 
with all their aspirations, and that they 
had no more consistent supporter than 
himself. He thought it was important 
to pin the right hon. Gentleman down 
to his previous statements and actions. 


He wished to draw attention to the 
terms of the circular which had been 
issued. The first three lines of the 
original circular stated that it was a 
statement to the effect that the Secretary 
of State had been told that from various 
causes many Volunteer units were not 
in an efficient state to take the field. 
They attempted to find out where the 
right hon. Gentleman got that report 
trom, but he noticed that it had now 
been withdrawn in the second cireular. 
which read— 

“In view of the fact that during the South 
African War large numbers of Volunteers 
offered themselves for service in the field and in 
view of the many expressions of readiness to 
take a similar step in the event of this country 
being engaged in a war——” 

In the first circular they stated that 
the Volunteers were unfit to take the 
field and in the second circular they call 
attention to their patriotic efforts in 
the past. That was no doubt owing 
to the fact that these proceediags had 
become very unpopular and that the 
Volunteers were sternly resenting the 
action which the right hon. Gentleman 
had taken. He agreed with the seconder 
of this Amendment when he said that 
the Volunteers recognised their short- 
comings and acknowledged their defects. 
They did not object to the Secretary 
for War pointing out these defects, but 
what they did object to, and what they 
would not submit to, was the attempt 
on the part of the Secretary of State 
for War, under the cloak of obtaining 
information which it was perfectly legiti- 
mate for him to ask for and proper for 
the War Office to have, to carry out de- 
sires which. so far as they operated at 
all, had injured and not benefited the 
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Volunteer force. While they did not! 
object to criticism and acknowledged 
detects, and while they admitted their 
own shortcomings and wished to have 
them remedied, the War Office and the 
Secretary of State must remember that 
the work of the Volunteers in the past 
had been a labour of love. Valuable 
time had been given up by people who 
could not afford to give it, and money 
had been given by people who could 
little spare it, and all they asked was 
that the opportunity should be given 
to the Volunteers to improve themselves 
and make good their shortcomings. 
Those efforts could only be continued if 
the Government remembered that the 
Volunteers provided a reserve defence 
for this country wholly and_ strictly 
upon voluntary lines, and those people 
who provided that reserve defence, and 
who were saving the country an enormous 
sum of money, had to earn their livehood 
from day to day by their own exertions 
in civil life. ‘Therefore, it was the duty 
of the Government to restrict their 
military demands on these people to the 
exigencies and the needs of these people, 
who, they had to remember, had to get 
their own living. 


Personally, he had for some years had 
the command of a Volunteer regiment, 
and he wished to put to the mght hon. 
Gentleman what he thought was neces- 
sary to improve the Volunteer force. 
In the first place the Government must 
redeem the promise made by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover in 
that House five years ago, when he under- 
took on behalf of the Government to 
give them a separate department at the 
War Cffice. He knew the Secretary of 
State for War would say tha: they had 
got an Inspector-General of Volunteers. 
But they had not got an independent 
department at the War Ofiice, and an 
independent officer who would act without 
the intervention of other high officials at 
the War Office. They ha dnot got a staff 
closely connected with the Volunteer 


1orce. It was true that there was a 


Volunteer staff officer at the War Office 
who represented 250,000 Volunteers. If 
the rest of the War Office were run on 
the same principle the whole of the insti- 
tution in Pall Mall could be abolished, 
and a great deal of expense saved to the 


Mr. Churle s Hobhouse. 
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country. He would ask one other 
concession. There were diflerent con- 


ditions of employment all over the 
country, but the War Office applied the 
same cut-and-dry regulations in regard 
to camp to all forms of Volunteer corps, 
They could not make the same conditions 
apply in civil life all over the country, 
Why had the Metrcpolitan corps 
dwindled? It was because they could 
not go into camp every Vear, though 
other corps in other parts of the country 
could easily go into camp. As to the 
question of traming, the Norfolk Com- 
mission admitted, and ali Volunteers 
admitted, that if they had to face a 
Continental force. whether large or small, 
they must be better trained, officers and 
men. If the Volunteers could not afford 
to go into camp for a longer period than 
at present, it Was no use attempting to 
make them do so. Let the great mass oi 
the Volunteer force have separate training 
on isolated field days throughout the year, 
and let the Government devote a small 
sum of money to taking the corps from 
their centres to some rural district where 
they could receive some military training 
in the course of an afternoon. If that 
proceeding were spread over the whole 
year they would be able to get the whole 
length of time, which, under present con- 
ditions, they could not get in camp. He 
urged that the Volunteers should yet a 
reasonable amount for musketry. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORS TER: Both 
these things have been done this year; 
£15,000 extra has been voted for the 
purpose, and we have relaxed the regula- 
tions with regard to camp. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
that any effort which the right hon. 
Gentleman made to meet the needs of the 
Volunteers would be gladly acknowledged. 
In regard to ammunition he would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman if he expected 
the Volunteers to become warksmen 
unless they were allowed more than ten 
rounds for practice. He would beg the 
right hon. Gentleman, if he thought the 
Volunteers were of any real value, to make 
a further allowance to them for ammuni- 
tion. He was not one of those who pressed 
the Government for further grants. 
Upon the ordinary grants now made to 
the Volunteers their expenses could be 
met and the men could be made efticient. 
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He knew that because he had proved it | 


in the course of the last four years. 
There was no need of money, but there | 
was need of encouragement. They did 
not want a bribe to do their duty. They 
were ready to do their duty if they could 
only get the War Office to encourage | 
them. He remembered that the Prime 
Minister said that the great deterrent of 
invasion was the Volunteer force. It 
stool to reason that the larger and more 
efficient the foree the greater the 
deterrent. He believed that the Secretary 
of State for War had either himself 
initiated, or permitted others to initiate 
for him, a policy that militated against 
efficiency. He would only add that the 
premium which the country paid to the 
Volunteers as an insurance against inva. | 
sion was the least burdensome of all the | 
sums devoted to military purposes. 


Lorp BINGHAM (Surrey, Chertsey) 
sud this was the first occasion on which | 
he had ventured to intervene ina debat> 
ou the subject of the Volunteers. With 
regard to the question of the circular 
which had been so much discusse |, he | 


was not in complete agreement with many | 
ef the opinions which had been expressed | 
ti regard to it. Most of the speeches 
ci the Volunteers which he had heard 
daring the time he had been in the House | 
hid been made by Volunteers on behalf 
of Volunteers. He did not think enough | 
regard had been had to another party | 
in the transaction—the British taxpayer. 
He looked upon this circular as the 
logical method of fortifying the taxpaver 
in getting value for the money which was 
laid out on the Volunteers. He entirely 
agreed with what had been said on behalf 
ot the individual who came worst off in 
the whole scheme, namely, the medical 
officer. While strongly sympathising 
with him, he would say from his know- | 


l:dge of Volunteers that he did not think | 
that the majority of them would have anv 
objection to having thisexamination made. 
At the same time, he must strongly 
urge the Secretary of State tor War not 
to use this insidious form of reducing 
the number of the Volunteer force. He 
hoped it was not the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s intention He would | 
urge him, if he wished to undertake any | 
grave step of that kind, to do it boldly, | 
VOL. CXLIX. [FourtH SERIEs. ] 





to do so. 
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| would be taken of entirely. 
| ent corps must be judged on their merits. 


| March or Apri! 


| circular. 
| Gentleman that if he could make it clear 
' that it was not intended as a means of 
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and say exactly beforehand what he 
really meant to do. 


He associated himself most cordially 
with the views expressed that afternoon 
on the subiect ot the regulations, and the 
way in which the Volunteers had been 
treated during the past four or five years. 
The Secretary of State for War had said 
that he had relaxed the camprules. They 
were all most grateful to him for that in- 
dulgence. He would point out to the right 


| hon. Gentleman that it was not merely the 


relaxing temporarily of camp regulations 
that was required. They must have some 
security that in future those regulations 


The differ- 


He himself had the honour of belonging 


| toa London corps, and he knew that it 
| was absolutely impossible, looking to the 


nature of their occupations, that the 
members of it could go inte camp tor 
a week in summer. The majority were 
clerks in offices in the City, or clerks 
in banks. Aclerkina bank had prebably 


a fortnight’s leave during the year, and if 


he was a junior clerk he had to take it in 


Therefore, a man of that 
sort must find it absolutely impossible 
to go into camp in the first week of 
August with his Volunteer regiment. 
He would urge the Secretary of State 
for War to look at the question uf the 
Volunteers in a broad-minded way. 
Although there were many regiments 
with men not physically capable of going 
through a hard campaign, they were yet 
perfectly well able to do much work that 
was required of them, and, in addition to 
their value in that capacity, there were 
a great many of them who were most in- 
valuable in other ways by the example 
they set to young men to come forward 
and do their duty in defence of their 
country. The Secretary of State for 


| War had always expressed himself in 


sympathy with the Volunteers, and they 
were waiting anxiously for practical 
proof of that sympathy. They hoped 
that that afternoon they would hear some 
more definite announcement as to the 
He could assure the right hon. 


reducing the Volunteer force, he, for one, 
would see no reason to take exception 
to it. 

Z 
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Magor SEELY (Isle ot Wight) said he 
would like to defend the Secretary of State 
for War from the charge of ambiguity 
which the noble Lord the Member for 
Chertsey had attempted to put upon him. 
The noble Lord said that if there was any 


intention to reduce the Volunteers it 
should be done in a. straightforward 
manner. The Secretary of State had 
stated in the most definite and emphatic 
manner that in his judgment—and he 
himself believed it was the opinion of | 
some other members of the Government— | 
the Volunteer force, | 





irrespective of | 
whether they were efficient or inefficient, | 
was too large and ought to be reduced. 
He believed the vast majority of the | 
Members of that House wholly dissented | 
from that view. Therefore, the charge 
of ambiguity could not be levelled against | 
the Secretary of State for War. 


He wanted to draw attention to the 
method by which the circular was issued, 
and the object with which it was issued. 
The hon. Members who had taken part in 
the debate that afternoon protested not 
only against the reduction of the force. 
which was a broad matter of principle, but | 
also against the perpetual mistakes with 
reference to the Volunteer force. Refer- 


ence had been made to the proposal | 


to reduce the numbers, but it had been 
ascertained that that circular was issued 
without the knowledge of the Inspector- 
General of the Volunteer force, and that 
the first he saw of it was in the news- 
papers. If such a thing were done in 
business, the place would not last a week. 
What had happened in this case? The 
staff officers had never been consulted | 
upon that Order, the issue of which | 
had created a mighty stir. It would 
be as well to consult the © staff 
officers before issuing such an Order. | 





{COMMONS} 


| published in the Standard. 


| was an indication. 
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been a wise One, the right hon. Gentle- 
man would admit thit it had created a 
mighty stir and it would have been well 
to have consulted the staff officer of the 
Volunteers before such an Order was 
issuel. He thought they were en- 
titled to ask the right hon. Gentlemay 
wuy it was that these perpetual mistakes 
occurred? They knew why the Volun- 
teers were discontented; it was because 
they were never consulted. The 
Committee would hardly believe it, but a 
brigadier-general of Volunteers, who was 
astrong supporter of the right hon. 
Gentleman and his political Party, 


complained to him only two or three days 


ago in conversation that he had not got 
a copy of this Order although it had been 
Not only was 
the opinion of these brigadier-generals 


not asked about this Order, but they had 


/never seen it until they read it in the 
Press. He asked the right hon. Gentle 
man the Secretary of State for War how 
that was. 


He wished to draw the attention 
of the Committee to an entirely fresh 


| aspect of the matter, of which this circular 


It was an indication 
of the intention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to reduce the Vclunteer force. The 
noble Lord said there was no ambiguity on 
this point; but he would direct the noble 
Lord’s attention to a speech made 
by the right hon. Gentleman in July 
last, in which he said that it was 
proposed to reduce the establishment 
of the Volunteers from 350,000 to 200,000. 
The right hon. Gentleman afterwards 
said that he proposed to reduce the 
number of Volunteers by absorption to 
180,000, the present strength being 
245,000. The right hon. Gentleman could 
not be charged with doing a thing which 


Aiter the publication of the Order in | had no method or meaning in it. He 


1901 no fewer than five of the Metro- | frankly said that the Volunteers could 
politan Volunteer regiments lost 50 per | not be relied on to face Continental troops, 
cent. of their numbers by resignation. { MOT could they be relied upon unless they 
The Inspector-General was not consulted | had been through the mill. 

before the issue of that circular. They | 

had now got into a difficulty regarding) *Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that he 
the issue of another circular which was | quoted that phrase from the Report of 
causing the greatest concern. Again, he | the Royal Commission. 

believed the staff officer of the Volun- | 
teers was never consulted about this | 
circular at all. Even if the Order—he | Gentleman 
was referring to the first Order—had | approval. 


Major SEELY said if the right hon. 
quoted it he did so with 
Did the right hon. Gentleman 
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say yet that the Volunteer force could | 
not be relied upon to face a Continental 
army ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 
quoted the opinion of the Royal Com- 
mission. 


Mayor SEELY said he wished the 


right hon. Gentleman to understand 
that they made no charge against 


him whatever, but 
disagreed with his policy. The mnght 
hon. Gentleman believed that the 
Volunteers would not be able to repel an 
nvasion, that they were not fit to meet 
a Contintental army, and, therefore, he 
proposed to reduce their number and to 
put in their place a short-service home 
Army which had gone through the mill. 


they , profoundly 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
the whole point of a short-service en- 
listment in the Army was to build up a 
large Reserve in a comparatively short 
time. 


Masor SEELY said that that was 
perfectly true; but the right hon. 
Gentleman also intended to reduce the 
Volunteer force by absorption to 180,000 
men. The position was perfectly clear, 
and one of those days it would be demon- 
‘trated which school of thought was right. 
He believed that this policy of reduction 
o! the Volunteer force would be disastrous. 
The noble Lord said that the policy, at 
all events, tended towards economy. 
Probably it would do nothing of the 
kind. They could not, in a Volunteer 
force which was unpaid, have reduction 
and efficiency at the same time. The 
thing was impossible. Experience had 
shown that in the case of the Yeomanry 
—a branch of the service which had been 
singularly successful of late—they had 
increased in number from 10,000 to 
28,000, and with that growth there was a 
corresponding increase of efficiency. A 
Regular soldier was paid in money; the 
Auxilliary was paid in appreciation. I, 
therefore, they reduced that appreciation 
they reduced greatly the inducement to 
joln. 


The only possible way to get efficiency 
in the Volunteer force was for the | 
whole Ministerial Bench to say, “ We 


' 


{13 Juty 1905} 


610 


want to get every man to serve.” The 
utmost it could possibly cost was but a 
trifling matter in comparison with the 
huge sums of monev the country spent. 
If anyone said that it was unnecessary, 
he appealed to the recollection of only 
four years ago. The Financial Secretary 
to the War Office had had to command 
men in the field, against an enemy, who 
did not know one end ofa trifle from 
another. He himself had been in the 
same postion. These men were not 
trained to know. If the policy which he 
advocated had been upheld then, all that 
would have been changed, and Lord 
Methuen would never have fallen a 
prisoner, Wounded as he was, into the 
hands of the enemy. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that this was an argu- 
ment for conscription. Not at all; it 
was an argument in the direction of ask- 
ing the people to give all thev could to 
the service of the Staite. That was how 
the Japanese succeeded. This vote was 
probably the most important that could 
be given on military matters, because 
the House was at the parting of the 
ways. It might be that the right hon. 
Gentleman was right in his opinion, and 
that the reduction in the Voluntee) 
force was alsoa wise step totake. There 
were other persons, however, who believed 
that the proposals of the right hon. 
Gentleman were fatal to the military 
efficiency of the country, and by this 
persistent throttling of the patriotic 
aspirations of the people, the authorities 
would, by degrees, unless they were 
more fortunate than they had been in the 
past, stifle every patriotic desire on the 
part of the people. 


Estimates, 1905-6. 


*Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY - GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) said he did 
not desire to deal with the general ques- 
tion of the Government’s treatment of 
the Volunteers, but to particularise as to 
that portion of the force to which he had 
the honour to belong, namely, the Volun- 
teer artillery, and more especially the 
field or light artillery. No portion of 
the Volunteer force had received less 
consideration at the hands of this and 
previous Governments than had the 
artillery. The branch of which he was 
speaking comprised five brigade divisions, 
the Ist Monmouth, the Ist Lanark, 
the 4th Yorkshire, the Ist Lincoln, 
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and the brigade division to which he had 
the honour to belong, namely, Kent. | 
The Committee would remember that | 
successive Secretaries of State for War had | 
promised an improvement in the a:ma-_ 
ment of these ght batteries. His right 
hon, friend the Member for Dover, as far 
back as 1900, said in reply to Questions in 
the House that it was intended to re-arm 
the Volunteer artillery with modern guns, 
But that was not a question he 
could enter into in detail because 
it would have to be settled almost battery 
by battery in accordance with whether 
the corps was field artillery or position 
artillery. One of the grievances the field 
artillery had during the r¢gime of the 
Secretary for India was that they beheld 
the absurd spectacle of artillery Volun- 
teers in spurs doing infantry foot driil, 
but he believed that the present War 
Secretary had now altered that. 


What was the present position of the 


Volunteer artillery of which he was 
speaking? They were armed with 
i6-pounder guns which would be 
absolutely useless in case the force 


was called on to protect this country 
against a raid. It might be said that 
they had their mobilisation orders, 
and their districts in which they were 
to operate in case of a ra‘d_ were 
distinctly laid down. But what chance 
could they possibly have of efficiently 
performing their duties if suddenly called 
upon? Their guns would be just about 
as efficacious in case of a raid as the 
noted revolver loaded with Brummagem 
fireworks would be against the big gun 
of the foreigners loaded with brick-bats., | 
He must therefore ask his right hon. 
iriend for some explanation as to what he | 
was going to do so far as the Volunteer | 
artillery was concerned, The right hon. 
Gentleman had told the House some time 
ago that he had given the Volunteer 
artillery 15-pounder guns and _ shortly | 
afterwards that they were to become | 
different kind of gunners, and that they | 
would be armed with the 4°7 gun. That | 
was very subtle on the right hon. Gentle- | 
man’s part, for the reason that alteration | 
had been made in the experiments 
with the 4°7 gun, which had been proved | 
to be the worst-shooting gun of any | 
calibre in the British Army. He hoped | 


his right hon. friend would give the most | 
Mr, Seynour Ormsby-Gore. 
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March 21st said, in reply to a Question 
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careful consideration to this question, 
because there could be no use in having 
men to protect this country in case of a. 
raid if they had net proper and efficient 
Weapons with which to protect it. And 
he believed he was right in saying that 
his right hon. friend did not want to 


Estimates, 1905-6. 


abolish the old field artillery Volunteers 


in the same way as the others. He 
urged him, therefore, to see to this matter 
as soon as possible, and to see that the 
artillery was properly armed in as short 
a space of time as possible. 


Str A. HAYTER (Walsall) said the 
views of the Secretary of State tor War 
were very plain, as could be seen from 
his own words in various speeches made 
in the House and elsewhere, and also 
in the Memorandum presented to the 
House with the Army Estimates. He 
sympathised very much with the hon. 
Member for East Edinburgh, who initiated 
this debate in so able a speech, and who 
said some information ought to be given 
as to the circulars. The first of those 
alluded to ‘active service in the field” 
and showed the intention of sending 


Volunteers abroad ; the second intro- 
duced the South African War and 
referred to ‘active service abroad.” 


In the concluding paragraph of both 
circulars was to be found indication 
of an intention to draw a sharp 
distinction between efficients and non- 
efficients so as to distinguish between 
the sheep and the goats and keep them 
distinct. The commanding officers were 
asked for information as to Volunteet 
units inefficient from any cause, and 
whether such should be disbanded or 
amalgamated, and also, in making those 
recommendations, what was proposed 
as to reduction of adjutants or staff. 
He rose chiefly to quote exactly the views 
of the Secretary of State for War. Some 
doubt had been expressed in regard to 
them; but he had no doubt whatever. 
He would not say that the views of the 
right hon. Gentleman were right; in fact 
he thought they were wrong; but there 
was no doubt about what those views 
The right hon. Gentlemanjon 


from the hon, Member for the Isle of 
Wight— 

‘It is proposed to make a reduction in the 
strength of the Volunteer force.” 
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He was then asked— 

“Ts it to be a reduction in numbers or in 
establishment ? 
and the reply was— 

“Tt is in both; it must take place very 
gradually.” 

On March 28th he said—- 

“ We have 360,000 men who are tied to the 
soil of the couutry in time of war. I have ex- 
pressed the view, which I think is logical, con- 
sistent. and coherent, that we should consent 
to a reduction of that force in order to increase 
its efficiency. [ want someone categorically to 
affirm that the maintenance of 360,000 men 
tied to the soil by law, is necessary for the 
defence of the country against any danger 
reasonably to be apprehended.” 


On April 3rd he said— 


‘T am an advocate, and a strong advocate, 
fthe reduction of the establishment of the 
Volunteers.” 


Again, in answer to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion he said— 

“You eliminate those who, after a medical 
examination, are found to be untit. It is the 
fact that medical examination is the rarest 
possible event after entry into the Volun- 
teers.” 


From that it wou!d be seen that there 
could be no doubt as to the 
views of the right hon. Gentleman. But 
if there were any doubt it would be dis- 
pelled by the words of the Memorandum 
issued to the House with the Army 
Estimates. If anybody entertained a 
doubt that these circulars were intended 
to give the right hon. Gentleman a basis 
upon Which he could strike off the men, 
then he could only reply that the intro- 
duction of “ foreign service ” was intended 
to give him alever by which he could do 
so. The view of those on that side of 
the House was exactly that expressed by 
the right hon. Member for Berwick, who 
on April 3rd said— 
fa'* The Volunteers,S1 think, must be made to 
fecl that their system is a rea] system of national 
training, by mews of which, if this country is 
ever attacked in a great war, either at home or 
abroad, the nation will be able to use all its 
forces and united energies for the defence of any 
part of the Empire. WhatI think the Govern- 
ment ought to do is, without any limit of 
numbers, to concentrate their attention on 
pnysical development and _ the 


as possible as Volunteers.”: 


~-With that view, expressed on that, side | 


of the House, he cordially agreed. He 
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hoped hon. Members would vote for the 
reduction. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) complained of the 
disproportionate amount of  Parlia- 
mentary time given to the Volunteers, 
who would seem to be the only serious 
branch of the British Army. But there 
were other branches of the military 
organisation of this country which were 
quite as important as the Volunteer force 
to which more time might well be devoted. 
There was no lack of suspicion as to any- 
thing concerning the Secretary of State 
for War and the administration of the 
War Office. It had been said this 
circular in some mysterious way was an 
insidious attempt to bring about con- 
scription in this country. ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State had 
over and over again stated in that 
House in most unmistakable terms 
that he was opposed to conscription ; 
that at all events was quite plain. 
Other hon. Gentlemen had said the 
right hon. Gentleman was not clear in 
his expression of his views, but the last 
speaker had to a large extent settled 
that point by quotations from the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speeches, which were 
clear bevond dispute. It had been stated 
with some justice that a portion of the 
Volunteer force might be utilised as 
a reserve for the Regular Army, to 
serve abroad in case of necessity, and 
when the mght hon. Gentleman made 
an endeavour to find out what pro- 
portion of the Volunteer force would 
be for medical and other reasons fit 
to take part in service abroad, he 
had all these violent accusations and 
suspicions levelled against him. The 
constant chatge against the War Office 
had been that it was lacking in prevision. 
Here was his right hon. friend making a 
perfectly sensible endeavour to find out 
what the real condition of the Volunteer 
force was as to service abroad, and 
immediately all this outcry was raised. 


Srrk HOWARD VINCENT: Is it for 
service abroad @ 


elementary | 
training of as large numbers of the population 


*Masor EVANS GORDON said they 
‘would hear from the right hon. Gentle- 
man what his view was, but personally 
|he would be delighted to see such 
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information collected, not only for service 
abroad, but for service at home. It was 
a perfectly reasonable and proper inquiry 
to make. It was information which 
ought already to exist a‘ the War Office. 
[Oprosirion — Cheers. ] Then what 
possible objection could there be to 
calling for that information? A good 
deal of ridicule had been cast upon the 
regulations as to the condition of men’s 
teeth, but that was a very large element 
in the efficiency of men going on 
service. The attitude adopted by some 
hon, Members made one despair as to the 
improvement of the Volunteers in 
efficiency or as to the War Office getting 
possession of the information which every 
other staff required. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: These are 
Volunteers. 


*Mayor EVANS GORDON said of 
course the Volunteers were exceptional. 
Nothing that applied to any other service 
applied to the Volunteers. They were 
to be treated as a force apart. ‘Those 
were views with which he had no 
sympathy whatever, and he did not 
believe Volunteer officers generally in the 
least opposed such inquiries as had been 
made. If the enthusiasm of the Vol- 
unteer force rested upon so delicate and 
sensitive a basis, the sooner the fact was 
known the betier, but he did not believe 
it to be so. He believed the discussions 
rused in that House were out of all 
proportion to the feeling which existed 
in the Volunteer force itself. He, there- 
fore, hoped his right hon. friend would 
not be influenced by such criticisms 
as those of the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member for Sheffield. 


As regarded the general policy, the 
Report of the Royal Commission and other 
inquiries declared that there were num- 
bers of men in all branches of the service, 
including the Volunteers, who not only 
were unfit for military purposes, but 
were never likely to become fit. In his 
opinion it was a wise policy to cease 
spending money upon mat/riel which 
could never be of any real military val e, 
and to devote the money thus saved to 
providing those things which every 


Volunteer officer knew were urgently 
required to make the force efficient. As 


Major Evans-Gordon. 
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the Secretary of State had over and over 
again told the House, the Volunteers 
were in need of many things the pro- 
viion of which would cost money, and 
it was difficult to see how hon. Members. 
could reconcile their constant cries for 
eco.:omy with their desire that, without 
any sacrifice on the part of the Volun- 
teers, this enormous force should be 
provided with all that was requisite. 
Moreover, as far as his information went, 
the so called infamous treatment of the 
Volunteers by the Secretary of State had 
not resulted in a reduction of numbers. 
The last Return showed that, taking the 
whole force, there was actuallyan increase. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) _ pointed 
out that in an official Memorandum 
just quoted by the right hon. Baronet 
on the Front Bench it was clearly stated 
that the reduction this year would be 
15,000. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON said that 
at any rate in the early part of the year 
it was distinctly stated that the Volu:- 
teers had increased innumber. A great 
deal too much had been made of these 
circulars. He cordially supported the 
idea with which those circulars were 
issued, and trusted the Secretary of State 
would persist in his policy of finding out 
as much as hecould about the actual con- 
dition of the Volunteers. The criticisms 
which had been made seemed to point 
to the fact that the Volunteers were 
afraid of the true facts being brought 
out. |‘*No.’?] If that were not so, all he 
could say was that the outcry raised 
about the circulars was very much out of 
proportion to the danger that had been 
put forward. 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) 
said the opposition to the policy of the 
Government with regard to the Volunteers 
was due only in a very small degree to 
the circulars. What was complained of 
was that the circulars were an indication 
ot the policy of the Government, that 
policy being directed towards the gradual 
reduction of the Volunteers, and the 
Opposition were prepared to challenge 
that policy both in Parliament and in 
the country. They disagreed with the 
policy of keeping a large Army for 
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Imperial defence across the seas, holding 
the proper policy for this country to be 
the maintenance of a small and efficient 
Army for the defence of the Empire over 
the seas, and the encouragement of the 
patriotic spirit of the people so that the 
Volunteers might be relied upon in time 


Army 


of national stress as a great school of | 


arms from which recruits could be drawn 
for the Army over the seas. The 
Liberal Party were not alone in this view. 
In a recent debate in another place Lord 
Roberts said— 

“We do not want a large standing Army. 
F Behind that standing Army there must 
be a Reserve large enough to mobilise all the 
tegular troops, and to expand the Army to 
and maintain it at such a size as circumstances 
inay require... . The Regular troops... 
car only provide a very limited portion of the 
teserve, the main body of which must be 
formed by the Auxiliary Forces and by the man- 
hood of the country generally.” 


Thus the opinion of so high an authority 
was diametrically opposed to the policy 
o! the Government, and it was that policy 
the Opposition challenged. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
said that he held strong views, not aS a 
Volunteer, but as a citizen, regarding the 
condition of the Army and the military 
svstem applied to the Army, and he pro- 


fourdly disagreed with the basis wpon | 


which the Secretary of State was acting 
with regard to the Volunteers. 
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that they may fail into their places in tim - 
of war?” 


| He took it, therefore, that under 
the present policy of the War Offic» 


‘the Volunteers were intended to 
ibe an efficient body for the defence 
‘of the soil—of which all would 


approve—and also that they should be a 
reserve to go abroad in time of war, if 
they were willing to go. This was wher» 
he differed so strongly from his right hon. 
friend. [f we were ever engaged in a 
great war, 200,000 Volunteers would not 
be sufficient for our needs. If we were 
faced with a great .orce on the frontier 
of India, the whole of the Regular Army 
would be thrown upon that frontier, and 
where would the Reserve be? Not only 
all the Regulars, but another 200,009 or 
250,000 men would be required if ever 
we had to face a “‘ Mukden” such as the 
Japanese and the Russians had fought. 
If we were to face such possibilities of 
disas‘er as the Russians had faced, if we 
were to be pitted against great armies, We 
must have great armies to pit agaist 
them. The Secretary of State very 
properly placed great stress upon quality. 
But quality alone was not sufficient. In 
the present war it had been proved 
incontestably that it was only when the 
Japanese were able to throw great num- 
| bers of men into the field that they 
|were able to make their victories 
| decisive and follow them up. 


agreed with the proposed reduction to a_ 


rizid 200,000. 
pressed the clearest views as to what the 
right hon, Gentleman meant and did not 
mean. Personally, remembering previous 
debates and utterances of the Prime 
Minister and the Secretary of State, he was 
not so clear regarding certain points, 
was not clear whether the Government 
intended the Volunteers to be used only 
for purposes of home defence, or whether 
they were to be uscd for home defence 
and also as a reserve behind the Regular 
rorces which would be expected to serve 
abroad in time of war. The Secretary 
of State on a previous occasion said— 

* The Volunteers to be really valuable must 
‘rganise their training, their transport, and 
equipment, and arrange for these purposes on 
the basis of a foreign-going Army... . The 
Volunteers are rooted to the soil. . . . If they 
are really to go abroad in time of war, would 
it not be better to arrange in time of peace so 


Various speakers had ex- | 


He | 


The policy of the Government was 
/unsound in that it did not g:ve enough 
men. It was also unsound in that it 
app-ared as though the Government 
thought it necessary to encourage the 
military spirit only in those who 
were physically fitted to go abroad. 
| Others besides so-called amateurs hal 
expressed themselves very clearly on this 
point. For instance, Sir J. Ardagh 
stated before the Royal Commission that 
he would prefer 300,000 imperfectly 
trained men to 100,000 well trained. Iv 
the vicissitules of war it was not neces- 
sary that all the men, either on jthe field 
of battle or on the line of communica 
tions, should be of the highest order of 
intelligence or military efficiency. Thu: 
experts in whom the Government placed 
confidence disapproved of the whole,War 
Office policy in this respect. 
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But there was a much higher attitude | as a man donned the King’s uniform he 


to take on the question. Did the House 


organising the military forces of the 


believe that the present Government were | 
| 


country to the best advantage of the 
Empire? A series of young nations 
within the Empire, with military prob- 
lems of their own, and anxious to 
bring their military forces to as high 
a level of efficiency as possible, were 
watching us, and what could they 
think of our policy? He believed there 
was not one of those nations that was 
not profoundly unhappy, to say the least, 
when it looked at the confusion, dissatis- 
faction, and lack of definiteness which 
affected our Volunteer system, to say 


nothing of the Regular Army and the 
Militia. Those young nations, having 


gained experience from the South African 
War, were endeavouring to set the rown 
houses in order. In The Times of yester- 
day appeared a telegram of great moment 
stating that the Canadian Government 
was proposing to adopt the principle cf 
universal service, to compel every young 
man betore he reached the age of twenty- 
one to serve three terms in the Militia. 
Those young countries were, as demo- 
cracies, far more definite in their military 
arrangements than we were, and they 
were anxious that no particle of energy 
should be diverted from industrial into 
military channels if it was possible to 
avoid it. 


In this country he believed there 
was areal sympathy not with militarism, 
but with such military life as was 
absolutely necessary for safety: he 
did not think the Government really 
‘rusted this sympathy, but he believed 
that if the people were called upon tor 
universal service they would readily re- 
spond to the callin time of need. The most 
democratic people in the world responded 
in this way in time of need, although they 
were anxious that their manhood should 
not be tainted by militarism. In Canada 
and Cape Colony they had had some 
experience of this kind of service. He 
thought they might trust the people of | 
this country also to respond to the call | 
if they only gave every man his oppor- | 
tunity, and although the people might | 
not become a highly efficient body, they | 


acquired something of a national spir.t 
which he had never known before. The 
average Volunteer had a year’s start of 
any recruit, because it took a year to 
turn a recruit into a man. The Volun- 
teer Started at least with the advantace 
that he had been trained as a citizen, and 
as soon as they put him intothe uniform 
he developed a national spirit. As Lord 
Roberts had said, the fault he found 
with the present system was that it did 


‘not link itself up with the national life, 


Those were not his exact words, but that 
was his meaning, and he thought the 
Committee would agree with him that it 
would be a good thing if the Government 
would change their mind concerning this 
attempt to reduce the possibility of not 
only not availing themselves of the man- 
hood of the nation but of providing those 
necessary military services in time of 
peace for the possible defence of the soil 
in time of war. He regretted that 
he was obliged to differ from the 
view of the right hon. Gentleman repre- 
senting the Government, because on this 
matter he believed that the Government 
was absolutely wrong. Wha*> was more, 
he thought the whole Empire and the 
country would say they were wrong, 
if the people were asked. He had stated 
this before in the House, and he thought 
the time would come when the action of 
the Government ‘and the action of the 
Secretary of State for War would be 
regretted, because the country, when it 
was really roused to a sense of its possi- 
bilities and to the real danger, would 
immediately reverse this policy. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL said the hon. 
Gentleman who had just spoken had 
given the House various arguments of 
a far-reaching character dealing with 
the Volunteer force and its influence 
upon the defence and character and 
spirit of the nation. He thought the 
Committee would be very generally in 


agreement with the hon. Gentleman in 


the opinions he had expressed, and he 
wished to say a word in support of those 
opinions. ‘They ought to remember that 
it was not right to judge the Volunteers 
as they saw them in time of peace. The 


ought to give every man an opportunity | Prime Minister had shown in the luminous 


of serving under the colours. As soon | 


Sar Gilbert Parker. 


and comprehensive statement which he 
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had made earlier in the session that it was 
probable that a certain amount of time 
would always intervene before any 
serious blow could be struck at this 
country, and even if that period 
only amounted to a few weeks or 
months, the Volunteer force at the 
end of that period would be in a 
very different condition to 
was in ordinary times of peace. 


The question they had to 
was really a very grave one. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary for War 
had defined his position in regard to the 


Volunteer force with much candour, and | 
were formed with | 
knowledge and experience and advocated | 


the views he held 


with great conviction. The policy 


the right hon, Gentleman had put for- 
Nobody | 


ward was a policy of reduction. 
who had listened to the speech of the 
right hon, Gentleman from the Front 
Opposition Bench (Sir A. Hayter) would 
doubt that the policy of the Secretary 
for War was a policy of reducing 
the Volunteers. To the right hon. 
Gentleman the improvement of the 
Volunteers was a secondary, and 
their reduction a primary, object. The 
right hon, Gentleman had said that 
the number of Volunteers was greatly in 
excess of what the general staff required 
for the mobilisation scheme they had in 
hand. The right hon. Gentleman had 
declared in the Memorandum upon the 
Estimates that he was en‘orcing a reduc- 
tion of 15,000 men and that it would not 
stop there, but would be carried on until 
they reiched an establishment greatly 
below anything they had known in recent 
times, They had been asked to assent 
to the policy on grounds of economy. The 
Member for Dumbartonshire had com- 


pared the cost of the Volunteers with that | 
of the Brigade of Guards, and he showed | 


the extraordinary cheapness of the Volun- 


teers in proportion to the number main- 


tained and the strength developed. The 


total cost of the Volunteer force in the | 
Estimates was £1,200,009, whilst that of | 


the other forces exceeded £30,000,000. 
Therefore the result of the economy the 
right hon. Gentleman proposed must be 
inconceivably small compared with the 
great scale of our military budget. 
Under these circumstances he wished to 
ask the ‘nght hon. Gentleman a plain 
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| Question. He invited him to turn his 
| mind back to July 14th, 1904. On that 
date the right hon. Gentleman said— 


“*T am going to ask the Volunteers to submit 
to the same scrutiny as I ask the Line to sub- 
mit to, as Lask the Militia to submit to, and 
that is a sacrifice in numbers. I ask leave to 
| reduce the establishment of the Volunteers to 
200,000 men. I propose, therefore, to fix the 
establishment of the Volunteers at 200,000 
| men and to reduce the strength, by absorption 
| in the first instance, to 180,000.” 


That was a clear declaration of a most 
important and momentous decision, He 
wished to know if the right hon. Gentle- 
man adhered to that statement which he 
made on July 14th, 1904. He hoped 
that the right hon. Gentieman would tell 
the Committee whether that was the policy 
which he now put forward and which he 
was ‘endeavouring to carry out. The 
Committee wou'd realise from the short 
quotation he had read that the right hon. 

Gentleman did not approach the question 
of Army reform solely in respect of the 
Volunteers. He had a scheme to reduce 
the Regulars, the Militia, an! the Volun- 
teers aswell. No less than fourteen batta- 
lions of the Line were to be :emoved in 
the interests of economy. All those redue- 
tions had been abandoned ini no attempt 
had been made to earry them out. One 
reduction alone remained an that was 
the Volunteers, and that policy was being 
carried out in a terribly effective manner. 
Whether the right hon. Gentleman meant 
his circular to be a step in the process of 
reducing the Volunteers or not it was 
idle to inquire. It had, undou'stedly, 
sptead discouragement and dis nay far 
and wide. Was this policy to go on? 
Having regard to the fact that the right 
hon, Gentleman had postponed all those 
other large schemes, or at any rate many 
o! them, which he laid before the House 
last year, surely it would be better to 
postpone the reduction of the Volunteets 
until such time as he was able to deal 
with the whole problem of national de- 
fence. 


| 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is not 
| an easy task for me to endeavour to reply 
| to so large a number of valuable speeches, 
| the greater portion of which have been 
| Speeches of criticism, and speeches which 

have dealt with the Volunteers only. 
| 1 should like, if I can, to put this debate 
jon a somewhat different plane and 
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sideraticns which do not appear to 
have appealed to hon, Members who 
have spoken. Something has been said 
of suspicion attaching to myseli and to 
the War Office. It is not for me to 
deprecate the opinions which hon, 
Members may have formed; but I scme- 
times think it would be better if it were 
pcssible for hon. Members to believe that 
those who are charged with the very 
onerous duty of endeavouring to 
administer the War . ffice are as fair- 
minded as themselves andas truly desirous 
of solving the difficult problems involved. 
Those difficult problems will confront any- 
one who has this task to deal with. Who- 
ever sits at that table at the War Office has 
to consider not one but many questions. 
He has to consider, in the first place, the 
efficiency of the Army as a whole—I mean 
the Regular Army, the Militia, and the 
Volunteers, the whole of our fighting 
forces; and he has also to consider the 
question of the financial ability of the 
country to bear the burdens the military 
defence of the country throws upon it. 
It has been the good er bad fortune of 
this debate that the discussion has 
necessarily turned exclusively on one 
very important branch of His Majesty’s 
forces; but it is not possible for me 
to have in mind only that ove branch of 
His Majesty’s service, being responsible, 
as I am, for all. 


I must deprecate the suspicion that 
has been attached to me. I conftss it 
came to me rather with surprise. I do 
not know why I should be suspected of 
bad faith in this matter. The Committee 
will remember that Mr. Forster, whose 
name I bear and who was long a dis- 
tinguished Member of this House, was 
the founder of one of the first Vclunteer 
corps in this country. I do not know 
how many of my relatives have been, or 
are now in the Velunteer force, 
and I have myself been through the 
ranks in every mood and sense as a 
Volunteer at school, at college, and 
in London as a private and as an 
officer, I count many of my friends 
among the Volunteers, and I have been 
in weekly consultation with Volunteer 
officers, individually: and collectively, 
during my tenure of office. 
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the suggestion that I can possiblv bring 
to the consideration of this question 
the sinister motives attributed to me, or 
that I desire by stealth, or by any means 
I cannot disclose, to carry out the policy 
I have in view. ; 


Thave to consider what is, after all, the 
first duty of my office. I happen to be 
Secretary of State for War. I have not 
the experience that some hon. Members 
in this House have of what war means, 
but I have been on the fringe of two 
wars. I have seen Bazeilles with only 
three houses left, the rest smoking ruins; 
] have seen Paris destroyed; I have seen 
the vast extent of territory devastated 
by the Turkish arms ; I was in the middle 
of the war in South Africa; and I have 
seen almost weekly the reports of the 
operations in the great war in the East. 
And all this experience tends to con- 
vince me that some of the considerations, 
at any rate, which have been brought for- 
ward to-night are not tho:e on whici. 
this problem ought to be scttled. 


The overwhelming consideration is, 
what will be the fortune of this coun: 
try if we are involved in a war at 
home or abroad with troops not capable 
of conducting that war to a successful 
issue and without the organisation and 
preparation they ought to receive to 
enable them to secure victory? That is 
my sole motive in dealing with thi: 
question. 


Let me now explain to the House 
how I have translated my duty inte 
action in this matter. I should like 
to ask, first, what the situation is: 
secondly, what the steps taken are; 
thirdly, what the complaint made against 
the Army Council is; and, lastly, what is 
the justice of that complaint; and I 
hope I shall make it clear to some of my 
hon. friends that the motives thev 
attribute to me are not correct, and that 
the intentions charged against me are 
entirely alien to my mind. We have 
us the lessons of the South 
African War; and some say we have 
ill-learned, and others that we 
have wisely learned, those lessons. 
We have before us the great war 
going on in the East; and we have 


Therefore | befcre us the change in the whole 


Ido most emphatically protest against | immediate outlook cf this country which 
Mr. Arnold -Forster. 
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has resulted from the definite adop-|we done? We have acted strictly 
tion of the policy which was described joa that injunction. We are not acting 


in the recent speech of the Prime | 
What has been the result 2 | 


Minister. 
We have been led to realise that to a 
large extent we must look for our prin- 


cipal dangers outside the United King- | 


dom. [am not going to argue at this 


moment as to what is the extent of the | 


danger to Which this country is exposed 
from invasion. We are all agreed that 
there are dangers, and that those dangers 
have to be guarded azainst. We are all, 
I think, equally agreed that the more 
frequent, the greater, the pressing danger 
is the possibility of our being engaged in 
a foreign War, when we shall be in the 
position described by the hon. Member 
for (rravesend, without a sufficient num- 
ber of men to carry on that war. 
we, or are we not, justified in looking 
upon our great Auxiliary Army as in any 
way cipable of making a contribution 
on such an occasion as that? [- think 
we are. I think all the House is of that 
opinion, I have before me a speech br 
my hon. and gal'ant friend the Member 
for Sheffield, who rather censured sme 


Are | 


for a crime I do not think I committed, | 


He said that the South African War 
entirely dispelled any illusions which 
might have prevailed as to whether or 
not the Volunteers would be fit for ser- 
vice in the field should the necessity 
arise. The hon. Member for the Isle of 
Wight said the Volunteers would be 
rerdy in such an emergency to take the 


same part or a greater part than they had | 


‘ake in South Africa. Then the right 
hon. (‘entleman the Member for Berwick 
said that in a national emergency the 
Volunteers would come forward, in his 
belief, freely to serve, The right hon. 
Geatleman als» said that he trusted that 
when we were engaged in another war, 
the conditions under which that war was 


waged, the conditions of unreadiness and | 


want of preparation, wou!d never be s» 
discoureging on the part of our (overn- 
ment as they had been. So we have the 
Tank admission that we can and ought 
to rely upon individual members of 
the Volunteer force for service abroad 
in time of emergency, and we have 
the injunction that we are to make 
some better preparations for 


upon it with regard to the Volunt-ers 
only. The long experience of this country 
in war has taught us that you can only 
make war in the countries in which we 
have principally fought with men who are 
specially qualified for that arduous task. 

The hon. Member asked me if we had 
made the same inquiries about the men 
inthe Regular Army. Of course we have. 
We are constantly making them. I have 
told the House over and over again that 
in my belief there is far too large a 
proportion of men in the Regular Army 
who are unfit for this purpos> and ought 
not to be put in the Regulir Army at 
all. Have we put our belief to the test ? 
Of course we have. We have raised the 
physical standard for the Army; wehave 
increased the number of rejections, 
Within the last three months the rejec- 
tions of men as physically unfit have in- 
creased from 35 to 42 per cent. We have 
introduced a new course of physical train- 
ing for the whole of the Regular Army. 
We have greetly diminished the number of 
soldiers who were taken as special recruits. 
and we have introduced long-service 
enlistment, which must give us a much 
larger number of mature men in the 
Regular Army. What happened in the 
South African War? We had to leave 
behind thousand; and tens of thousands 
of men, because they were either physi- 
cally unfit or under age, It is now 
suggested, and I agree with the suggestion, 
that we ought tolook to the Volunteer: 
to furnish us with a contingent for foreign 
service, Are we to apply to them a less 
test ?. No one would suggest it. 


But the Regular Army is not th» only 
branch; the Yeomanry his be:n consoli- 
dated in a way which I think has bee: 
to the satisfaction of everybody. 

Re- 


Mra. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: 


duced. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Exactly, 
reduced. ‘he Yeomanry has been reduced. 


and with what result ? That the Yeomanry 


their | 


Utilisation than were made in the case | 


of previous campaigns. 


What have; 


' 


is now reported as being better than ever 
before inits history. Every single report 
about the Yeomanry is to the same 
effect. The officers tell me with one 
accord—-the very officers who protested 
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most strongly—that this is the case,| which in their present condition 
because they can choose for their regi-| are inefficient from any cause. J] 


ments, because they are not bound to 
retain in their regiments men whom 
thev do not consider desirable from a 
physical standpoint. Are we right or not 
tight to endeavour to ascertain beforehand 
what men wecanrely upon? I will refer 
again to the circular. One part refers 
to the question of active service abroad. 
We desire to know how many Men in 
the Volunteer battalions are fit under the 
ordinary conditions of active service 
abroad. What. are these conditions ? 
Are they reasonable or unreasonable ? 
We have already decided that no man 
shall go to India with the Regular Army 
under twenty vears of age. Is it un- 
reasonable that we should know that the 
Volunteer who comes forward to serve us 
is over nineteen years of age? We ask 
that in general phvsique he shall not be 
below the standard laid down in 
Appendix 13 of the Volunteer Regula- 
tions. We ask that he should have 
a sound constitution, that he should 
be free from organic disease, that 
he should possess a sufficient number 
of sound teeth for efficient masti- 
cation—a very important matter—and 
lastly, that he should have no defects 
which are likely to interfere with marching 
or with active exercise. Tagree with the 
comment made by a Volunteer officer 
the other day. who said that this circular 
was perfectly right and ought to have 
been issued ten years ago. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: 
that 2 


Who said 


;*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: We are 
making this inquiry and ought to have 
this information, and I think we should 
beS open to the accusation of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Berwick 
if we did not make the inquiry now. It 
isa perfectly bona fide and simple inquiry. 
t affects no man In the Volunteers. No 
man who is allowed to go into the Volun- 
teers row, no man who in the 
Volunteers, will be excluded on account 
of this inquiry. It is simply an ordinary 
military precaution which I think we 
ought to take. 


is 


i Another part of the circular asks 
whether there are any battalions 
Mr. Arnold-Forster, 


_ was twitted by an hon. Member the other 
'day for not disclosing what were my 
| reasons for believing that there were any 
such inefficient battalions. I do not 
think that was a very fair taunt. I think 
we have had brought to our notice facts 
that cannot be overlooked; we have had 
a very important Commission, on which 
not only the Volunteers were represented, 
but before which many Volunteer officers 
were heard. I have sometimes been told 
in this House that I have said unsym- 
pathetic things about the Volunteers. 
| entirely fail to recognise the justice 
of that charge. I have never enter- 
tained that sentiment. Not one single 
word have I said about the Volunteers 
which has not been quoted from 
Volunteer testimony itself. But we can- 
not shut our eyes to the fact that we 
have a very large number of statements, 
by commanding officers of Volunteer 
regiments and officers who are brought 


into contact with Volunteers, to 
the effect that the condition of 
some battalions is not what it 
ought to be, that there are large 


numbers of men who ought not to be 
in the battalions at all. Ido not want 
to weary the House or lay myself open 
to the charge of saying hard things 
about the Volunteers. I will not quote 
the very large number of passages that | 
might cite unless hon. Members desire it. 
But their general tendency is uniform— 
that there are large numbers of battalions 
in which there are men who ought not 
| to be in them. 





| A Volunteer officer of one of the 
phen battalions in this country told 
ime the other day that were it not 


for the pecuniary loss he could dispense 
with advantage with no less than 400 men 
in his regiment. What isthe meaning of 
|that? It means that the incidence of 
the capitation grant is now such that 
ithe Volunteers are not in the same 
| position as the Yeomanry, that they are 
/ compelled in their pecuniary interest to 
|take men who are not men whom they 
| would select on physical or military 
/grounds, but who have been taken 
| simply for financial purposes to keep up 
the finances of the corps. I do not 


, blame the officers concerned, but 1 
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have had that testimony from officer 
after officer. There are hundreds 
of officers who, if they were made 


secure, as I think they may be 
made secure and ought to be made 
secure, against pecuniary loss, would 
welcome this opportunity of dispens- 
ing with these men on whom they 
cannot rely, even though it meant some 
snall reduction of the total of their 
regiments, 


CoLONEL DENNY: Who are the men 
you refer to ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: We are 
asking now that we shall have a report 
irom the regiments themselves as_ to 
whether there are any men who come 
within the terms of the Report of the 
Volunteer Commission and who ought 
to b+ out of the regiments. 


Now I want to meet, if I can, 
this charge which has been brought 
against me, that it is my desire to 
reduce the Volunteer forces. Let me 
give a pertectly frank answer. I have 
to deal with the whole of the Army, 
with the finance of the Army; and I am 
quite confident that if the House of 
Commons is going to insist, as it has in- 
sisted over and over again, notonly upon 
there being no increase in the Army 
Estimates, but upon a reduction of 
the Armv Kstimates, then the only 
way in which you can give the Volun- 
teer force that which, I believe, thoy 
ought to have, that which the Com- 
mission reports they should have, that 
which the Army Council desires they 
siall have, is by a reduction of those 
men who oight not to be in the force. | 
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capitation grant, then I admit that 
a large addition to the Army 
Estimates would enable you to keep 
the force at its present strength and at 
the same time increase its efficiency. 
But [I am not in a position to make 
additions to the Army Estimates. We 
are making large reductions. The hon. 
Member for Oldham asked about reduc- 
tions In the Regular Army. We have 
already made a much larger reduction 
in the Regular Army than we have 
made in the Volunteers. I am in the 
recollection of the House when | say 
that if there was one doctrine more 
constantly preached to the House than 
another in regard to the Army it was 
the necessity for a reduction in the 
Kstimates. My point is this. If I have 
only to deal with the present amount for 
the Volunteer force, 1 cannot give some 
£30),000 or £400,000 more, which is 
the minimum sum required, according to 
my valuation, to provide those thinzs 
which I think ought to be provided. I 
believe, therefore, that it is common 
sense and common reason, as long as I 
am limited to that amount of money,. 
to apply it in the best way; and if I am 
right, and my advisers are right, and 
those Volunteer officers who have given 
me their counsel are right, there is room. 
‘by a judicious adjustment of capitation 
allowances, to give all that is wanted, 
and, at the same time. reduce the force. 
That is the extent to which I have 
always wanted to go, and I never wanted 
to go further. I entirely take issue 
with the hon. Member for Oldham, It 
has never been my desire to put reduc- 
tion before efficiency. It is because I 
could not get elficiency without reduction 
that I went in for reduction. 


wil admit that, if the House likes to in- | 


crease the Army Estimates by £300,000 
or £400,000, they cin go a great way 
towards keeping up the whcle of the pre- 
sent Volunteer establishment without a 
great sacr fice of efficiency. It will not 
do, however, merely to add £400,000 to the 
Army Estimates. If you gave me that 
to-morrow for the purpose, | would not 
accept the offer. Four hundred thousand 
pounds, applied under the present capita- 
lion grant regulations, would simply in- 
crease pro tanto the number of men who 
ought not to be in the force at all. 
If you change the incidence of the 


Mr. CHURCHILL: To 180,000 2 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I took 
that figure because, after going line by 
line through the recommendations of the 
Norfolk Commission, [ calculated the 
sums which we should require in order 
to give the benefits which we think the 
Volunteers ought to have. 


*Mr. McCRAE: The right hon. Gentle- 
/man said that that was only to be the 
| beginning. 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No; I 


think the hon. Member has misunder- 
‘stood me. I was dealing with the 
question of reform, whether we should 
begin with absorption or not. 


Ariny 


*Mr. McCRAE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman allow me to quote his words ‘—- 

“I propose, therefore, to fix the establish- 
ment of the Volunteers at 200,000 men, and 
to reduce the strength by absorption, in the 
first instance, to 180,000.” 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Yes; but 
that has nothing to do with the imme- 
diate point. There 1s no intention 
whatever of suggesting any lower figure. 
3ut I am further very strongly of opinion 
that, if we have to expend so much 
money on the Volunteers, it is far 
better to get rid of those whom, 
by almost universal admission, we do 
not require, and to spend the money 
for the benefit of those who remain. I 
can assure my hon. friend the Member 
for Sheffield, who is naturally anxious 
about this matter, that there is not the 
slightest intention of reducing the 
Volunteer force during the recess in any 
way, except bythe application of the 
ordinary regulations. That has never 
been the desire of the Army Council or 
the intention of the circular. The reason 
why this circular is published now is 
that if we are to introduce, as I hope we 
may introduce, these inprovements in the 
Volunteer force to which I attach so 
much importance, including the addition 
to camp allowances, we must know to 
what numbers we are going to apply 
them. 
matter i: a headstrong manner, without 
counsel, without assistance, and in total 


contradiction to the views of the Volun- | 


teer force itself. Well, I am bound to say 
that I do not agree with that charge. 
I do not think the Volunteer force 
takes that view. I confess I find 
sometimes an atmosphere among the 
representatives of the Volunteer force 
in this House —- of whom I desire 


to speak with the utmost respect— 
which is not always reproduced at those 
gatherings of Volunteer officers which | 
have met in every part of the United 
Kingdom. I have found among Volun- 
teer officers rather a different spirit. 
] saw that there was an expression of 
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regret the other day on the part of 
|a Volunteer officer that this circular had 
| been given tothe Press. I do not myself 
| object to its contents becoming public 
| property—as far as I am concerned it 
| might be plastered all over St. Paul’s— 
| but the officer I refer to thought that it 
was a disadvantage that dccuments 
sent for the purpose of seeking infor- 
mation from commanding officers should 
immediately be sent to the news. 
| papers, and I confess that I agree and 
that I appreciate the spirit of that officer, 
As IT say, I think there is a very good 
soldierly spirit among Volunteer officers 
asa whole, and I do not plead guilty to this 
charge, that what I have done or what 
‘the Army Council has done has shaken 
the confidence or impaired the value of 
| Volunteers. 


Of course it will be said, as 
it has been said, that this is driy- 
ing officers out of the force and 
diminishing the number of the men. 
Well. I should like in my own defence to 
tell hon. Members what the facts are on 

‘this question. This disturbing element. 
which is represented at the present 
moment bv myself, has had this effect ot 
Volunteer officers. The last vear, my first 

complete year in office, they diminished 

i by fourteen. Thatis the smallest reduction 

‘in the number ef Volunteer officers since 
the war ended. ‘The number of officers 
now is 1,000 more than it was in 1895. I 

donot think that a reduction by fourteen 
is so vast that I ought to be charged with 
| being a disturbing element. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: _ Is the 
leakage not double what it was in 1898? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Well, I 
will give the hon. Member the figures I 
have here. The number of Officers in 
1898 was 8,354; the number in 1904 was 
8,955. I should like now to saya word 
about the men. Idonot think I have had 
a much more sinister influence on the men 

‘than I have had on the officers. The 
Vclunteers now are 24,000 more than they 
were in 1899. But my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Kilmarnock said truly that good 

/men had gone out of the Volunteer force, 

_and I think he meant that they had gone 

| out on account of the pressure of the camp 

‘regulations, That to a certain very 
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limited extent is true. But what has 
happened is that the camp regulations 
did not drive men out of the Volunteer | 
force in the sense that less men went into | 
camp last year than betore. Last vear | 
we had more Volunteers under canvas 

than we ever had before. The fact is 

that no less than 175,000 men went under 
canvas in Volunteer camps. That cannot 

be taken as an absolute proof of the un- 

popular and dangerous nature of the regu- 

lations. But there has been a relaxation 

this vear, because I believe it is desirable 

to give some elasticity. The point my 

hon. friend refers to is this. There must 

be, especially in the large towns, a certain 

number of men who are of a class higher 

than that of the ordinary Volunteers, 

whose avocations do not permit them to 

spend a fortnight or even a week in camp. 

There are four or five battalions in London 

known popularly as © class corps,” which 

have found these regulations very ser.ous, 

and there has been a diminution in the 

corps which was quoted to-day, the 
Artists corps, and ‘probably in three or 
jour others. That is not common 

‘o the London corps, quite the contrary, 

hut it has been the case with some of 
these regiments; and it is one of the pro- 
blemis connected with the Volunteer force 
to arrange regulations which shall suit 
the whole force and at the same time also 
sult certain battalions working under 
peculiar conditions, I do not in the least 
believe that it is right to make the whole of 
the force after the pattern of these four or 
tive battalions, nor do I think it is judi- 
clus to select batt.lions and label them 
as “class battalions.” I think possibly it 
may be possible to make some equivalent 
in musketry or exercise of some kind for 
those men who, as we all know, would form 
excellent soldiers in time of war, but who 
cannot contribute this amount of time in 
peace, But I believe, as I have said, 
that what we are aiming at is not 
objectionable to the Volunteer force as a 
whole. 


[ have been told, and, of course, 
1 know it, that the Volunteer force is a 
great voluntary force whose idiosyncrasies 
tuust be remembered and whose peculiar 
position must be considered. I do not 
think that T have ever made the mistake 
of forgetting it; and it would be idle to 
suppose that you can attempt any great 
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change in the organisation of the 
force without a great amount of goodwill 
among those who are its leaders. I 
believe that we have that goodwill, and 
shall have it in an increasing measure when 
a great deal of this misrepresontation has 
been dis»lled. IT have before me here one 
ofthe Manchester papers, in which there 
appears a very severe act cle con- 
demning me and my plans, and I find side 
by side with this article a report of what 
is actually happening in Manchester. The 
article condemns the circular root and 
branch. It says the usual things about the 
thoughtless way in which it was issued, 
and so on; and I find, on the very next 
page, the statement that— 


**Some of the commanding officers of Volun- 
teers in Manchester have told Mr. Arnold- 
Forster that they were really anxious to make 
the force a fighting machine, that redundant 
material must be sacrificed, and the whole of 
the citizen army brought up to a uniform 
standard. The commanding officers of the 
Manchester corps have already begun to make 
the order effective. The commanding officer of 
the 3rd Lancashire Royal Engineers has shown 
such care in selecting his men that very little 
fear is entertained of the working of the new 
order. When in camp at Ilkley, all the men in 
the battalion were examined by an officer of 
the Royal Army Medical Corps, and only two 
were in the least suspected of being under 
measurement.” 


I turn again to the piper and I find that 
the officer commanding the 4th Battalion 
of the Manchester Regiment— 


“ Fully sympathised with Mr. Arnold-Forster 
in his efforts to raise the Volunte?r Force to the 
standard of fighting efficiency. All commanding 
officers, he said, are, of course, anxious to have 
a sound and efficient body of men under their 
command, and he, with others, intended doing 
his best to meet the requirements of the Army 
Council.” 


In the case of another great town 1 find 
an officer commanding a regiment in 
Middlesex says-- 


“It is deplorable that any commanding 
ofticer should have the ctedit of the force and 
the welfare of the country so little at heait as to 
tolerate the presence of such men (the physically 
unfit) in their regiments. Unfortunately the 
financial pressure and the need for numbers to 
satisfactorily swell the amount of the capitation 
grant, must, at times, dim the acuteness of 
vision of commanding and medical officers.” 

The commanding officer of another, a 
country, battalion says— 

“T think the War Office is fully justified 
in asking for information as to the number of 
Volunteers who are fit, from the physical point 
of view, for active service. It is useless, and 
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worse than useless—because it gives a false 
idea of strength—to have men enrolled as 
Volunteers who would be unequal to the strain 
of active service.” 

He continues— 

“It seems to me that the information asked 
for in the Circular is entirely reasonable 
Personally, I have no objection to a medical] 
examination of my battalion, and it will take 
place during the August camp. If there are 
any men in my battalion unfit for active ser- 
vice, T should like to knew it.” 


I have received communications from 
all parts of the country showing that the 
Volunteer officers are not only ready to 
obey any reasonable order, but that they 
are as anxious as we are to have this 
eXamination in order to make the work 
of the Army Council in time of war 
than it wou'd otherwice be. I 


easier 
have endeavoure| to work with the 
officers. I only regret that this debate 


has taken place to-day, because in a few 
davs Iam to have a fresh consulta‘ion 
with the Volunteer commanding officers 
from all parts of the country—a con- 
sultation that was arranged long before 
this Vote was put down. I believe 
entirely in working these matters in 
harmony with the Volunteer officers, and 
I repudiate the idea that this action 
was taken without reference to them. 
But what I have said would be quite 


i: ufficient to convince hon. Members | 


that they ought not to vote against 
this reduction if I could not add some- 
thing constructive to it. The only possible 
ground on which we can ask the Volun- 
t'ers to consent to any reduction is io 
give them something in exchange which 
they will value and which the country 
wil! also value; and this is what I pro- 
pose. They are proposals that, if carried 
in 0 effect, will enormously increase the 
cfliciency of the Volunteers, and will 
meet definitely the difficulties of the 
Volunteer officers and men. But they 
will cost money. We want to change 
the incidence of the capitation grant. 
At present, practicelly every Volunteer, 
good, bad, or indifferent, is worth 35s. 


Srr HOWARD VINCENT: A third- 
class shot is worth only 10s. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The return 
we have received indicates that the 
number of third-class shots has been 


reduced to the exiguous proportion of ‘02. 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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If, therefore, my hon. friend wiil deduct 
‘02 from my calculation the rest of it will 
remain. But while every Volunteer js 
practically worth 35s., there is no reason 
why a commanding officer should cease 
recruiting. Every Volunteer officer tells 
me that a fortnight’s camp is not merely 
twice as good, but three or four 
times as good as a week’s camp; but 
many Volunteers cannot do a fort- 
night’s camp. We want to give those 
who can, however, a large inducement to 
do so. We want to give, not only to 
the selected “Field Army” battalions, 
but to all battalions, the opportunity of 


going, as far as their men are able 
to do so, into a fortnight’s camp. 


I made one mistake last year, of 
which I have repented. I thought the 
large amount of the camp grait we 
originally proposed would be adequate to 
recoup what the corps would lose if we 
took 15s. from the capitation grant for 
every Volunteer who did not go into 
camp. I was wrong; for, as I have 
been told, the camp grant is spent in 
camp, and the deduction would, therefore, 
bea net deduction from the sum available 
for the working expenses of thecorps. That 
is true; and I think it ought to be met 
by increasing the capitation grant in 
respect of men who dogo into camp. It 
might be accomplished by — giving 
an extra Is. a day for those who 
go into camp for a fortnight, deduct- 
ing 15s. from the capitation grant 
for those who do not. The corps would 
then have the means of replacing by its 
merits what it would lose by its de- 
merits. I have talked to many 
officers, and I believe that that arrange- 
ment would be very acceptable, though 
it may require to be modified by the 
grant being spread over those who go 
into camp for a week as well as those 
who go in for a fortnight. But, mark 
the result. You will, for the first time, 
put the Volunteer force on the same 
basis as the Yeomanry. You will give 
commanding officers the power to choose. 
The better vour men the better your 
financial position will be. 


I have been talking to Voluntee: 
officers lately as to what may best 
be done. I have found that there 
is an expense falling on Volunteer 
officers for camp outside of that 
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which ought to fall on them, as the 
expense is really incurred in the service 
ofthe country. We do not want to pay 
Volunteer officers, but we do not want 
them to be out of pocket, and we should 
like to give them camp special allow- 
ances for a fortnight. It has been 
represented to me that the pay of 
a subaltern would meet the case. As 
regards transport, it is perfectly true 
that we ought to have more transport 
for the Volunteers: I do not know that 
there is entire agreement as to how 
it is to be done. It is a moot point 
whether we should encourage such 
experiments as that recently made by 
a: enterprising regiment in the South of 
England of starting a transport corps, 
or whether we should encourage 
bartalions to find transport for them- 
selves. I attach enormous importance 
to schools fo: non-commissioned officers. 
The question of men for the Volunteers 
is nothing to that of the officers and 
non-commissioned officers. You can 
train men ina hurry, but you cannot 
train officers. If I were given the money 
[ would first of all relieve the officers 
of their out-of-pocket expenses, and 
woull enable the non-commissioned 
oficers to attend schools. A divisional 
organisation for the Volunteers is to my 
mind a very important experiment to 
take, but whether it would be altogether 
what hon. Meinbers suppose I do not 
know. Of course, the whole method of 
utilising the Volunteers at home must 
be affected by the principles we have 
adopted, which definitely exclude the 
maintenance of a great intrenched camp 
round London, and there must be a 
redistribution of our forces in accordance 
with the policy which we now think is 
the right one to adopt, and whether that 
will lend itself to a divisional organisation 
Ido not know. But we ought to have 
sone higher organisation for the 
Volunteer force. 


_I would say in conclusion that 
i IT have gone against the opinion 
of any Volunteer officer in advancing 
the view that more training is neces- 
saty, I have erred in good company. 
Reference has been made to the sacrifices 
nade by Japan in the present campaign. 
Ido not know whether hon. Gentlemen 
wish to convey the impression that 
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Japan’s victories have been won without 
effort, organisation, or preparation. Tam 
led to believe that those victories are 
above all due to organisation, training. 
and preparation, and not principally 
to accurate shooting or to numbers. 
though those are important factors. 
There has, practically, not been a single 
man in the Japanese armies who has not 
passed through the regular training under 
Regular officers. That is an example we 
need not follow, but it is one we must 
not forget. Icannot recall more than 
one single instince in the history of 
mo lern warfare where a really untrained 
force has held its own against a trained 
army, [ The Boer War.”] There could 
not be found a worse example ; for the 
conditions of that war the Boers 
were most highly trained. But the only 
instance [ can recall of success gained by 
untrained troops against a Kuropean 
army is the brief success of Andreas 
Hofer against the French in 1809. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) re- 
ferred to the case of the French revolu- 
tionary forces under Dumaurrez in 1792. 


*Vr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I admit 
that that is another case, but that was a 
very brief and a very peculiar campaign. 

[- can assure hon. Members that 
there is no concealment whatever 
in the circular which has been under 


discussion. It was prepared originally 
as a confidential document for the 


information of commanding officers. I 
believe that it was comprehended. by 
them. It was published in a newspaper, - 
and it was criticised on the point of 
form. WhenI found that it was a docu- 
ment published wrbi et orbi, tobe read by 
every one, I thought it should be made 
clear to all who studied it, and I caused 
it to be redrafted. But I assure the House 
that there was no ulterior motive in the 
circular except to ascertain now what is 
the material to be relied upon in time of 
war. We are making no new demand on 
the Volunteers, neither are we throwing 
any reproach upon them. I have ex- 
plained as fully as I can what is the state 
of mind of the Army Council and myself 
with regard to the Volunteers. I have 
never spoken of the Volunteers in 
this House or out of it without ex- 
pressing my appreciation of their military 
2A 
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value, and I do not propose to do 
aivthing to diminish their value. I 
desire the reduction to 
to that portion of the force not avail 
able for the purposes of war, but that 
is amatter ofthe future; there will be no 
serious reduction at the present time. I 
can only say that if we could be shown 
a means of carrying out these beneficial 
reforms without any reduction of the 
force I, at any rate, would welcome the 
information. I trust that I have dis- 
pelled the feeling apparently entertained 
that we have done something which was 
not desired in an endeavour to do what 
we believe to be in the interest of the 
Volunteer forces. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST | 


LORD or rHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J, 


Batrour, Manchester, E.) appealed to the | 
Committee to come toa decision on the | 
Vote, because there was not much time 
to discuss the Secretary of State’s Vote. 


LIEUTENANT-COLONEL PRYCE-JONES 


(Montgomery Boroughs) asked whether | 


the £300,000 or £400,000 — which 
would be saved by the reduction of 
the Volunteers would be spent on the 
remainder of the force. [Cries of “ Cer- 


tainly.’] They kad to make that per- | 


fectly clear. If that were the case the 
House of Commons would establish the 
principle that the Volunteers were 
worthy of greater consideration. H» 
hop d they would have some assurance 
on that point. 


*Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon, 
Gentleman at the end of his speech 
mentioned a great many good things 
that he said could be done and 
which he desired to see done for the 
Volunteers; but I understood from him 
that he had no money to do them with, 
and that was his position. He has given 
us purely a Barmecide Budget, and 
1 do not think there is any prospect 
of it being realised. Therefore. if that is 
so, it is hardly a satisfactory Answer to 
ihe undoubted grievances and suspicious 
with regard to the Volunteers. A second 


Question I would ask is this. Do I 
understand that the right hon. Gentle- 
man Tepeats the expression that he 
formerly made as to the reduction of the 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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| Volunteers? What he said has already 
| been quoted, but it is very difficult to get 
an explicit Answer. He said— - 

“I propose to fix the establishment of the 
Volunteers at 200,000, and to reduce the 
strength, by absorption in the first instance, to 
180,000. 


That is an implication that the process 
will go on beyond the 180,000, 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No; that 


is not so. 


*Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


Then what does it mean ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It means 
that this will take place in the first 
instance by absorption. The reason for 
that limit is that I had to calculate with 
the funds at my disposal what was the sum 
necessary to carry out the whole of the 
proposals which I desired to carry out. 
That sum represents the capitation 
| grant and expenses and other items for 
that number of men, namely, 180,000. I 
have since said that the 


reduction is to 
be exceedingly gradual unless a much 
| larger sum 1s available. It must abso- 
| lutely depend upon the Army expendi- 
| ture of this vear. The War Office can- 
| not spend the whole of the money in the 
| next year, but they have already made a 
beginning. The Answer to the Question 
addressed to me by my hon. friend was 
that the consideration referred to must 
depend on the Army expenditure of the 
year. We have had forced upon us the 
necessitv of a large reduction in the Army 
expenditure. My hon. friend the Member 
for the Isle of Wight has proposed that 
we should cut off forty battalions of the 
Regular Army. 


Tut CHAIRMAN: I must remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that the Leader 
of the Opposition is in prossession of 
the House. 


*Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Are we to understand that the right hon. 
Gentleman adheres or does not adhere to 
the statement-—he speaks for himeelf 
and seldom speaks of the Govern- 
ment—that it is his intention to reduce 
the strength of the Volunteers in 
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the first instance to 180,000 ? 
not going to reduce them below that 


number at any time, 
meaning of those words ? 


*Mr. 


now, any intention of 





ARNOLD - FORSTER: 
‘words seem to me to bear no obscurity. 
[here never has been, and there is not 
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If he is | 


| not 2 
what is the 


* Mr. 
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the reduction is to be to 180,000 men or 


ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 


they had no further funds available for 


The 


reducing the | reduction. 


number of the Volunteers below 180,000. 


the Volunteers than were available now, 
and they could only secure the benefits 
intended to 


be conferred by that 


Question put— 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 


fordshire, Lichfield) : Does the right hon. 
‘rentleman adhere to the statement that 
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Original Question again pr posed. 


very glai that the discussion on the 


\nd, it being after half-past Seven ot 
the clock, the Chairman leit the Chair to 
mike his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress; to si 
again this evening, 


EVENING SITTING, 


SUPPLY [l4ru ALLOTTED DAY}. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Granr Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
* Thata sum, net exceeding £545,000, be 
granted to His Majesty, to defriy the 
Charge for the War Office and Army | 
Accounts Department, which will come | 
in course of payment during the year) 
ending on the 31st dav of March, 1906.” 


Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, Exst) 
Smith, Rt Hn JParker(Lanarks | Yerburgh, 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. 


‘every task that the 
‘think, more difficult than it need essen- 


the great service over which we are called 


the stimulating influence of that 
| popular interest which goes so far 
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THE NOES— 
Acland-Hood 


Valentia. 


[TELLERS FOR 
Sir Alexander 
and Viscount 


urd 
“kJ. M‘Tagegart 
l, Sir John M 


amin 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am 
Volunteer question which we have al- 
ready had has terminated in time to allow 
me to say a word upon a subject which 
has even a greater importance than the 
subject of the Volunteers; and that 
subject is the administration of the 
Army as a whole, of which the Volunteer 
ioree, important as it is, is only a part. 
{ have been long anxious for the 
opportunity of laying belore the House 
of Commons after a year and a half of 
very onerous work some account of what 
the Army Council has been able to 
accomplish during that time. [may say 
we have had a long and difficult task ; 
and [ should like to make it clear that 
Army Council or 
Secretary of State undertakes is made, I 


tially be by the fact that in relation to 
upo. to preside the task is not to the 


same extent assisted, as is the ad- 
ministration of the sister service, by 
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to make the werk of a Minister | struction of the Army after a long and 
and a Department efiective. I have arduous war had produced the effects it 
been associated with both Depart- was calculated to produce in the Army, 


ments, and I should be loth to say that 
the one is more or less important than the 
other; but I am quite certain, having 
had the almost unique experience of 
having served in both, that the greatest 
boon that can be bestowed in the service 
of a great Department is a sane and 
reasonable public interest in _ its 
administration. I cannot pretend that 
in all cases the interest that the public 
or the House of Commons have displayed 
in the work of the War Office has been 
altogether sane orreasonable. Tthinkit 
is not true to say that individual Ministers, 
whoever they may be, cease to be 
reasonable beings, cease to be patriotic 
statesmen when they come to undertake 
the task set before them at the War 
Office—my belief is to the contrary ; 
but their difficulties are, I sometimes 
think, increased by the unreasonably 
critical attitude of the public and 
the House of Commons. Tf think 
sometimes that a little sympathy, a 
little consideration of the vast diffi- 
culties of those who are charged with 
administering a Voluntary army re- 
quired tor the service of this great 
Empire, and dealing with problems which 
have vo parallel among the many 
interesting military problems with which 
various States have to deal, ought to 
excite a little more intelligent sympathy 
than the work of the War Office appears 
to excite in the minds of those who are its 
ready, invariable, and inexorable critics, 
IT have been anxious for this opportunity 
for a long time, because I have made 
many promises to the House of Commons, 
and [am anxious te convince the House 
of Commons and the country that I have 
not forgotten those promises, and that 1 
have done the best I can, : ith the 
assistance of my colleagues on the 
Army Council, to redeem those promises. 


I suppose no Army authority has ever 
undertaken this arduous task without 
having to deal with many difficult 


problems; and I suppose that there have 
been few Army authorities that have 
come to that task with greater problems 
to deal with than those placed before the 
present Army Council, Not only had they 
to deal with what I may call the recon- 


Mr. Arnold- Forster. 


but they had, in obedience to what I think 
was the general wish of the country, to 
undertake the difficult task of the re- 
modelling of the constitution of the War 
Office and also to a large extent of the 
Army. Here was no easy task, and one 
beset with many difficulties ; and, heavy 
as those difficulties have been to every 
member of the Army Council, on none 
have they fallen more heavily than on the 
Secretary of State for War. 


There was a very scanty attendance in 
the House, and at this point an hon, 
Member called the Chairman’s attention 
to the fact that there were not forty 
Members present. : 


THe CHAIRMAN said a count could 
not be moved before ten o’clock. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I think the 
situation has been made in some respects 
more difficult by a pronouncement made 
in another place by a member of the 
Legislature, a great and distinguished 
soldier, and J think it is due to the House 
of Commons and the country that the 
Secretary of State should be called upon 
to give an explanation when this Vote is 
asked for and to say something upon the 
condition of the Army. 


When I first had the honour of 
addressing the House as Secretary 
for War I was compelled to tell the 
House that the condition of recruiting 
was of a very serious character; and | 
had also to point out many other 
deficiencies in the constitution of the 
Army, some of which I believed, and still 
believe, are inherent in the Army system 
and entail the imevitable consequences of 
the disorganisation arising from a great 
war. It is our business to try to repair 
those ravages and deficiencies, and I want 
to tell the Committee how far we have 
advanced in the duty assigned to us. 
A great difficulty which met us was the 
condition to which the Army. had been 
reduced by the introduction of the short- 
service form of recruiting. Now the 
short-service recruitment when adopted 
was one well adapted to the needs of 
the situation. We were suddenly called 
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upon to meet the excepticnal demands of | it has been, and the result 1 will now 


a great war and hadto adopt the 
machinery best calculated to produce the 
men who would enable us to pass through 
that war. But I think it will be obvious 
to every man who has studied the pro- 
blem that the machinery was not adapted 
tothe permanent needs of the Empire and 
cannot be accepted as a solution of the 
problem. I want to point out what would 
have been the position had short service 
continued. I am myself familiar with 
the figures; they have been my daily 
study for years past. The result would 


have been this. I used strong ex- 


| charged no less 


pression in regard to the infantry in a 


speech I made at 
exaggeration. Short service was adopted 
on the supposition that 75 per cent. of 
the infantry would extend their term of 
service; but that has not been justified 
by what has actually taken place, and 
in the result we found ourselves face to 
face With extensions at the rate in some 
battalions of an average of 4 to 5 per 


cent., and, taking the whole of the 
infantry, of 20 per cent. That, of course 


Was a very serious state of things. I do 
not know whether the Committee realise 
how serious was the position, we having 
to send drafts to the tropics and the 
Colonies and being unable to find the 
with 


men unless we resorted to men 

only a vear or less in the service. 
Even less efficient than the infantry 
was the garrison artillery. They have 


more than half their strength abroad, and 
it was obvious that unless some 100 per 
cent. of the men extended their service 
the drafts could not be furnished. Here 
was one of the first difficulties the Army 
Council had to meet. We had to take 
prompt steps to put an end to a state of 
things that if continued would have in- 
volved the Army in disaster. The 
temporary measure had ceased to be 
suitable. Many opinions were expressed 
to the effect that the measures we 
ultimately adopted could not possibly 
succeed; but I ventured to press my 
view, and we did adopt the system of 
long-service recruiting for nine years, 
which, if it succeeded, we calculated 
would extricate us from this great diffi- 
culty. There were many sinister and 
warming prophecies in regard to the 
effect of a project; but I maintained my 
Opinion that it would be a success, and 


{dinburgh, and it was no | 





give to the Committee. 


In October last we began receuiting fr 
th» infantry for nine years service, “and 
we have already taken some 17,000 ia- 
fantry recruits, of whom 15,000 have been 
for long service, and by doing so we have 
apparently removed the danger which 
threatened the Army. We have added 
15,000 long-service men to the Army, 
and we have at the same ime taken the 
necessary and corresponding measures, 
we have been discharging short-service 
from the Army. We have dis- 
than 12,000 from the 
Army and we have taken in their place 
some 15,000 long-service men 


men 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
12,000 men since October ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, since 
October. They have all passed 
into the Reserve. I believe that to have 
been an entirely profitable operation. 


The men we have discharged into 
the Reserve were useless for the 
purpose of furnishing Indian drafts. 


They could only be sent to India for a 
few months, and they involved expense 
both for their passages and for their 
maintenance while in India. Very 
alarming statements have been made, for 
which there is not a particle of foundation, 
to the effect that the recruiting for the 
Army has resulted in a very serious de- 
ficiency. But we have still more than 
three months of the recruiting vear to 
expire, and I have no reason to doubt 
that, before the end of the recruiting 
year, we shall have taken at least 18,000 
long-service recruits for the infantry alone. 
I should like the Committee to remember 
what the real value of this contingent 
of long-service recruits is. The years 
1903-4 were absolutely abnormal year: 
with regard to recruiting for the infantry. 
For those two years 28,000 in each year 
were taken for infantry recruiting, but 
the average recruiting for the four years 


1899-1902 was only 23,446. In 1895 it 
was 19,000; in 1896 17,000; and in 


1897, 21,000; and I have the sanguine 
expectation that before the end of the 
present recruiting year we shall have 
taken 18,000 men, or something equiva- 


lent to twenty battalions of long- 
service infantry under  long-service 
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engagemcnts. I have spoken of the in- 
fantry only. Let me now speak of the 
garrison artillery, which is a force with 
peculiar recruiting csnditions. The larger 
portion of the garrison artillery being 
abroad, we must rely upon having an 
extension at any rate of 100 per cent. 
What has happened? We have already 
taken from January Ist, the date on which 
we began the long-service recruiting for 
the garrison artillery, 554 long-service 


men, and we have lost a considerable | 


The | 


number of short-service men. 
upshot of it is this, that the garrison 


artillery, one of the arms which gave us | 
the most anxiety, has now been placed | 


on a sound focting, and we have no 
further anxiety with regard to recruits, 


1 think I ought to add one fact which 
I think will be of interest to the Com- 
mittee, We were speaking this afternoon 
of the question of the medical qualifica- 
tions of men for the Volunteers. J 
should like the Committee to understand 
that, part passu with this introduction of 


jong-service men, there has been a steadv | 


improvement in the class of men taken. 
The rejections for medical unfitness have 
vreatly decreased, and within the last few 
months alone the percentage of rejection 
as hetween June, 1904, and the present 
date has gone up from 35 per cent. to 
41 percent. That is to me a very grati- 
iving fact. I have for vears pleaded for 
the elimination of the unfit men. It is 
the most uneconomical method of taking 
recruits that could possibly be imagined. 
Tnese inen come in. They are accepted, 


paid for, fed, dr.jled, and clothed—and | 


they go out, they leave us. The eror- 

mous waste for the first two years of a 
<2 : p 

soldier’s life has been one of the most 


unsatisfactory features, to my mind, of 
the whole of our Army recruiting. The 


result has been exactly what I anticipated, 
We have had far fewer rejections, and. 
what is even more satisfactory, we have 
had an enormous reduction in the number 
ot dese:tions. For the first 
many years the desertions have fallen 
below 1,000 a vear, and the rate of 
desertion has gone down to an extent 


which it was absolutely impossible to anti- | 


cipate a few years ago. It may seem that 


these are very ordinary figures; but for. 


those who have studied as long as I have 


the recruiting figures of our Army they | 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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| will be extrao-dinarily satisfactory, I be- 
lieve that, until we are able to get over 
this problem of the waste in the first few 
| years, we shall not have mastered the 
| recruiting problem at all; but I believe 
|that never have we had a more satis- 
| factory state of things than we have at 
| present with regard to rejection for 
| physical unfitness or the amount of de- 
sertion from the Army. 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) 
asked whether these desertions were 
the long-service recruits. 


aR 
trom 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir, 
for the whole of the Army. The inter- 
ruption of the hon. Member enables me 
to give an actual figure with regard to 
| desertions which, I think, the House will 
approve and which, I hope. the public 
will appreciate. Desertions have fallen 
between 1901-3 from 12°51 to 3°7 in the 
last twelve months. We have not 
over the difficulty, but we are making 
great progress to getting over it. There 
will be great difficulty in finding the 
drafts for India for the next two \ ears. 
Any recruiting that we can undertake 
now will not remove the draft difficulty 
within the next two It will 
aneliorate it, and I am contident that 
we are now on the road towaris the 
satisfactory solution of this difficulty, 
which is the great and unique problem of 
the British Army. 


Sir 


rot 
pVUt 


Vears. 


Roberts has declared in round 
terms that the Army is no better 
now than it was in 1900. It would 
be absurd for me to bandy opinions 


Lord 


with so distinguished an officer as 
Lord Roberts as to what. after all, 
must be a matter of opinion. It 


may be that in Lord Roberts’ estima- 
tion the condition of the Army in the 
year of which he speaks was equal or 
superior to the condition of the Army 
at the present time. That is not my 
opinion. Ido not attach any value to 
my own opinion upon this matter; but I 
think I can give facts which will satisfy 
‘the Committee, and which, 1 think, will 
go far to satisfy the public, that the very 
strong dictum ot Lord Roberts requires 
some modification, some examination. 
I was not responsible, Lord Roberts was 
responsible, for the Army,in 1903. I 
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hive been responsible for the Army since 
that time. I do not pretend to know! 
whether the Army improved or whether 
it deteriorated between the diteto which 
he referred and 1903; 
quite cert:in—that since 1903 there has 
been a rapid, a great, improvement in 
the personn”! ani in the organisation of 
the Army. I ventured to say earlier this 
evening that I hive never been a prophet 
of smooth things. I know perfectly well 
that we are very far from the condition 
which we ultimately ought to revch and 
which I hope we shall reach; but I think 
ina say enough to prove that there has 
heen a steady pro gression in the direction 
which we all wish to travel. TI am going 
to prove to the Commitree thit in every 
braich of the Army we have mide and 
are inaking progress. The proof does not 
rest on any assertions of my own which 
cannot be identified and checked by any 
member of the Committee who cares to 
exam'ne for himself or consult the 
authorities. 

There is thit important branch of 
the Army, the cavalry. For years | 
have been a alvocate of an 
entire change in the organisation of 
the cavalry, Tae cavalry has been linke | 
together three regiments at a time, then 
two regiments at a time, and all these 
schemes have involved drafiing men from 
one regiment to aiother—.1 measure as 
obnoxious to the officers and men them- 
selves as it was, in my opinion, dele-erio ts 
and dangerous to the efficiency of the 
reviments. We have now, {| 


tps) 
Ss yg 
Ul 1g 


with the full 
ap robition and consent of the ervalrv 
officers who have been co isulte 1 on this 
mitter, devised a scheme for the organisa- 
tion of the cavalry which, I venture to 
believe, is calculated to prove an enor- 
mous improvement tothe cavalry. [have 
the most positive assurances from those 
officers best qualified to judge, and from 
the Inspector-General of Cavalry himself. 

thas never was the civalry in a more 
promising state than it is at the present 
tim». never were they better hors:d, that 
the efliency of men and horses and | 


their individual training is satisfactory, | 


and thas they are now more ready thar 


they have been for many years past to | 
tak» part immediately in any campaign 
in which they 
act. I have 


may be calied upoa to 
long expressed the opinion 
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that we ought to have a striking force. 
Circumstances over which I have had n» 
control, or very little control, have inter- 
fered with the realisation of that ideal ; 
but already it is reported to me that a 
cavalry striking force has been formed, 
that the First Brigade, and the Second 
Brigade, and the Third Cavalry Brigade 
ire almost all quite ready for service, 
that provisional skeletoa regime its have 
been abolished, and that all regiments are 
now on a work ng establishment. The 
cavalry has been practically entirely 
remounted. and, owing to the efforts of 
the Remount Deportment, which have 
been very considerable ani most credit- 
able, the remounting of the cavalry 
leaves little to be desired. 
There is a difficulty, no doubt, with 
regard to finding an adequate number of 
cavalry officers. It is a very serious 
difficulty, and a very complex question, 
but we have taken measures, and are 
taking measures, to ascertain the views 


very 


of cavalry offi-ers in regard to it. Diffi- 
cult as the problem is, involving as it 
does important considerations which 


have nothing practically to do with the 
military efficiency of the regiments, we 
are not altogether without hope that we 
se@ an i:sue from this difficult situation. 


*T suppose, if I were to choose’ the 
branch of the Army which wis most 
important, I should sav the infantry. 
Next to thatis undoubte lly the artillery. 
Well, Sir, we have made very great vro- 
gress w ith the artillerv. As I think 1 
have a'readly e cplaine| to the Committee, 
the draft difieultv with a most im- 
portant branch of the artilery, the 
garrison artiilery, his been practically 
overcom®. Tha 


difficulty has not arisen 
with regard to the Royal Horse Artillery 
and the Royal Field Arcillery, but the 
difficulty which has forced itse!£ on many 
Members of this House has beea the 
difficulty inseparable from the inferior 


armament of the artillery. That 
difficulty has beea got over. As I 
told the House on a form:r occa- 


sion, on the very day that [ got the 
Report of the Committee authorising me 
to proceed with the manufacture of the 
new gin, [ gave orders that the gun 
should be manufactured. I was told in 
this House and outof it that we were 
not providing eioagh money for the 
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mahufacture of the guns. I said then, 
and I have said at every subsequent 
stage, that I would pledge myself that 
we would find the money faster than the 
manufacturers would find the guns, and 
my prophecy has proved correct. At 
every stage of the manufacture of these 
guns I have watched them and checked 
them, and I have done my best to 
accelerate their manufacture. If, in 
every particular as to the day and the 
hour our anticipations have not been 
fulfilled, we have still made progress 
which, I believe, is exceedingly credit- 
able to the manufacturing resources of 
this country, and we ought to be grateful 
to the members of this Committee. We 
have delivered or have under inspection 
no less than thirty-two of the 13-pounder 
guns and 169 of the 18-pounder guns. 
We bope by the end of this year to have 
no fewer than 182 of the 13-pounder 
guns and 206 of the 18-pounder guns— 
that is to say, some 388 guns complete, 
with limbers, wagons, ammunition, and 
all their appliances. I wish that pro- 
gress could have been made at an earlier 
date; but all I can say is that there has 
been no failure due to the War 
Office to supply funds, and for the 
rapidity of this manufacture I think 
we fairly give credit to 
the ordnance factories and to the firms 
who have taken part in the manufacture 


of the guns. 


nav 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked 
whether the guns were being made fon 
India. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The guns 
that are being delivered at present have 
been entirely for India. The guns up 
to the end of the year include 2uns both 
for India and for the United Kingdom, 
But I make no distinction. We have 
deliberately elected to send the guns 
to India because we consider there are 
contingen ‘ies which might make them 
more important for India than they are 


here. Rut I can assure the hon, Member 
that the nianuifacture of these guns 


is going on in a satisfactory way, 


and J believe that every promise I have 

given—I have given no promise which 

has not been the result of minute personal 

inspection and careful inquiry on the 

spot of those who are responsible for the 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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manufacture of the guns—will be fu'- 
filled. 


Sir, there is another important subject. 
The House, shocked and alarmed, if T 
may Say 60, by the deficiency in certain 
stores in years gone by, has insisted upon 
the accumulation of a vast amount of 
military stores for various branches of 
the service. The Committee known as 
the Mowatt Committee stated what 
those reserves ought to be; and T laid 
down as a very natural and obvious 
business corollary that I should receive 
from time to time from the heads of 
the departments responsible positive 
sioned statements that these stores 
were In existence on the authority of 
those who were responsible for their 
maintenance. Well, Sir, these stores 
are in existence ; they are maintained, 
and they are available to an extent 
which, | believe, has never before been 
the case in the history of the Briti-h 
Army. 


The Royal Engineers are a branch ot 
the Army which, I think, is not large!y 
represented in this House; but it is 
a very important branch. I am _ not 
sure that the Royal Engineers, as at 
present constituted, are entirely appro- 
priate to the important task they have 
to perform. The Royal Engineer officers 
are prebably the most distinguished in 
many respects in the Army; they are an 
important element which the Army can- 
not afford to lose. But I am sometimes 
inclined to think that the intelligence 
and zeal of the Royal Engineers are 
devoted to subjects which perhaps,migh' 
be more appropriately dealt with by 
persons less eminently qualified, We 


have now an important Committee 
s.tting under the presidency of 
one of our shrewdest and __ablest 


officers, Sir Evelyn Wood, which is 
going into the whole question of the 
organisation of the Royal Engineers. | 
am most anxious not to lose a single 
oflicer of the calibre of the Roval Engi- 
neers out of the Army. We want that 
type of officer. But I have studied 
this question so long that I think the 
Committee will pardon me when I say I 
have come to the conclusioi: thatwe are 
not applying the great talent the Royal 
Engineers place at our disposal in the 
most satisfactory manner. 
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The Armv Reserve is in one sense the 
keystone of our Army organisation. We 
have heard to-day that a great Reserve 
is the one thing the country requires in 
time of war and I agree with thet ~ dic- 
tum.” During my term of office the 
Army Reserve has risen from 66,000 to 
91,485—the larges* figure at which the 
Reserve has ever stood—and I believe 
before the end of the year it will prob- 
ably reach the figure of 100,000 men. 
{ think that is satisfactory. It is 
not altogether satisfactory, because I 
believe the Army Reserve ought 
to be liable to training at certain speci- 
fed intervals. That is an ambition 
that may some day be realised. 


Army 


I believe that there is no foree in His 
Majesty’s service from which we obtain 
hetter value for money expended than 
the Imperial Yeomanry. The reports 
which | have received from the inspect- 
ing officers are uniformly favourable. 
The class of officers in the Yeomanry ts 
probably unique in Kurope. We are get- 
ting. as we are certain to get in these cir- 
cumstances, the willing services of capable 
i only hope the Yeomanry may 
continue to be in the future what they are 
at the present moment. I should like to 
say this in justification of my own adminis 
tration. Both inside and outside this 
House I was taken to ta-k for reducing 
the establishment of the Yeomanry regi- 
ments; but officer after officer who con- 
demned me at the time I made that re- 
duction tas now had the kindness and 
generositv to acknowledge that that step 
Was the wisest step that could be taken 
in the interests of the Yeomanry, and to 
it the Yeomanry owe some measure of 
their present excellent efficiency. 


meh. 


I have been trying toe combat. not 
‘nan aggres ive way, but quéetly and by 
‘acts Which no one can dispute, the asser- 
tion that the Army is retrograding. No 
one attaches more value than ? do to the 
opinion of such a distinguishec officer as 
Lord Robe:ts. But when we are asked 
to accept a sweeping condemnation of 
the Army as it is, we are entitled to take 
the opinion also of officers who are 
actually serving in the Army and are 
S‘eing the troops from day to day. I 
think IT may be permitted to quote from 
the remirks of a very distinguished officer 
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who devotes every hour of his day and 
all his great ability to the service of 
his important command. Sir John 
French, speaking early in this vear, said 

‘*There were many drags on the military 
coach. Making full allowance for that, he be- 
lieved that the Army Council and the Head- 
quarters Staff had made extraordinary progress 
A few 
days ago he met Sir Evelyn Wood, a soldier of 
great experience and distinction, who told him 
how happy he was in the thought that during 
his fifty years in the service he never knew the 
Army so efficient froma training and inspec- 
tion point of view as on the day he left it. He 
could fully corroborate what Sir Evelyn Wood 
had said. He did not believe there ever was a 
time when the officers and men aike made 
greater sacrifices or tried to make themselves 
more efticient as they had done between the 
time of the late war and the present moment. 
He did not wish to say they were by any means 
perfect. But he believed, in spite of great 
drawbacks, that they were making steady pro- 
gress, and when next ealled on to take the 
field he felt absolutely certain that the British 
Army would uphold the splendid traditions. 
which it had earned in the past.” 

I think I am entitled to quote that 
statement, and I quote it more readily be- 
cause [ so entirely associate myself with 
the phrase which Sir John French used 
about the Army being by no means 
perfect. But I think the views of all 
these officers and civilians who are work- 
ing at the War Office testifv to the work 
that is being done, and show that there 
has been progress, that there is progress, 
and that we are going forward. That 
speech was made on March Ist of this year 
at the Associated Chambers of Commerce. 
I think that is an earnest of progress. 
I want the Committee to consider that 
we are dealing with an Army which went 
through an ordeal which no Army that I 
can remember ever gone through 
before. We are dealing with a voluntary 
Army which went through the ordeal of 
agreat and prolonged war. Every other 
army Which has gone through a great war 
has beenable at the end of that war to 
recuperate itself by the aid of conserip- 
tion, Our Army has not only had to repair 
the waste and ravages of war, but also to 
replace the enthusiasm and the voluntary 
efforts of those officers and men who, 
having borne the burden and heat of the 
day for two or three long years, have 
given up the service and gone to other 


has 


fields. That has been no slight task, 
and I believe we have made a_ great 


deal of progress. 
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The Committee cannot fail to bej}any business man to examine—and J] 


interested in the fulfilment of the 
promise I gave as to the financial side 
of the Army. We have made an en- 
tirely new accounts branch of the Army ; 
that has been a most onerous task, and 
it has been made more onerous because 
those who were responsible for the finan- 
cial control of the Army in the War Office 
have almost without exception been 
taken away from the office either by 
ill-health, by the effluxion of their period 
of service, or by promotion to other 
offices. The work was left almost en- 
tirely to the present Director of Army 
Finance serving under my hon. friend 
the Financial Secretary ; they have had 
to recreate the whole financial branch 
of the Army. It is too early days to 
prophesy what will be the result of that 
new departure ; but my belief is that we 
have acted on sound principles, that in 
carrying out. with some modifications, 
the recommendations of the Esher Com- 
mittee we have made it impossible that 
the difficulties, and to a certain extent 
the confusion, which beset the financial 
branch of the Army during the South 
African War can recur. I speak in the 
presence of many business men, and I 
think they will agree with me that we 
have taken the right course. We are 
now training in their daily work of life the 
very men who in time of war will have to 
carry out the financial werk of the Army. 
What would happen iif, by some un- 
happy chance, we had a war to-morrow / 
When our new organisation is complete, 
the officers and the civilians who are 
carry. ng on the contract work and the 
finance work at Aldershot, on the 
Curragh, and on Salisburv Plain will 
transter their activities to the field, and 
they will have precisely the same work 
to do in the field which they have been 
doing at home. The contracts will be 
made by the same officers who make them 
at heme ; the accounts will be rendered by 
the same officers to the same persons, 
ond over and above all that, the Financial 
Adviser to the War Office will be at the 
side of the Commander-in-Chief to aid 
jim in those extraordinary, special, and 
technical problems which always must 
beset the Commander-in-Chief, and which 
certainly did beset the Commander-in- 
Chief in the South African campaign. It 
is early days, I say, to speak ; but I ask 
Mr. A pnold-Forster. 


speak in the presence of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite, who, as Chairman 
| of the Public Accounts Committee, and 
an old member of the War Office ad- 
ministration, knows a great deal better 
than I do what are the chances of success 
of this reorganised branch—still I make 
bold to say that we are acting on the 
right principles, and in accordance with 
ordinary business methods, in the change 
which we have made. Everything must 
depend, of course, on the personnel ; but 
we are doing our part, I think. to provide 
the machinery. 


} + 


I hope I have said enough to show 
that the sweeping generalisation that 
was made in another place was not al- 
together justified. I believe that we ar 
progressing, that our progress has been 
uniform, and that it has been directed 
towards an absolutely certain end. | 
could not help feeling that that genera lisa- 
tion so condemnatory, so discouraging, 
was a little animated by the conviction 
which I know the distinguished soldie: 
to whom I have been referring holds with 
regard to what is the true remedy for al] 
our Army disorder. I know that he 
holds, in common with many seldiers who 
are working with and advising me, that 
conscription is the only remedy for our 
military ills. Well, neither Lord Roberts 
nor [haveany commission to impose ¢on- 
scription upon the people of this country ; 
and I think it is not wise, if I may say se, 
to plan your remedtes upon the suppos’- 
tion that this particular methed of filling 
up vour Army will be adopted by the 
people of this country. Whether thet 
be so or not, [am sometimes taken aback 
by the want o1 consideration which is 
giver to this question by those who make 
general statements with regard to it. 
We have had cases quoted of other 
countries which have adopted conscrip- 
tion. I have been a student of the 
military history of other countries, and 
I say that with one solitary exception 
there is not a single country in the world 
which has adopted conscription for the 
kind of work which our Army Is called upon 
to do. There is an exception—perhaps 
I may say two exceptions. The French 
tried conscription for a war in a tropical 
country, they sent the conscripts in one 
of their southern army corps to Mada- 

_gascar, and the horrible mortality which 
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ensued terrified the French nation. That 
experiment has never been repeated. I 
have myself stood on the quay at Bre- 
merhaven and seen the German troops 
returning from an over-sea expedition, 
and not one of them was a German con- 
script, they were all voluntary soldiers 
from the German army. I believe 
there is no such case in the world, with 
the single exception of the Japanese army, 
which, In a climate similar to their own, 
and on territory a continuation of their 
own, has a large conscript army abroad. 
remind the Committee 


But I would 


from that of other nations, and we must 


consider it on its merits alone. It has 
sometimes been suggested that con- 


scription is economy. ‘That is a grave 


error. We have to keep up in India 
and in the Colonies a regular long- 


service Army, year in and year out, of 
some hundred and odd thousand men. 
We have to provide at home reliefs for 
that Army, we have to provide the turn- 
over jor that Army; that is a con- 
stant in our military organisation, and 
everything you add to that must be 


in addition. And that constant will | 
remain — Whatever you do you will | 
have to provide that Army. And I) 
am confident that the moment you 


come to put into figures this question of 
a conscript Army for this country, in 
addition to this great regular permanent 
Army which we are obliged to keep on a 
war footing in time of peace, you will 
have an addition to the Army Estimates 
that will startle people who advocate it. 
But | do not desire to dogmatise about 
this matter ; my own feeling is that con- 
scription on the Continent of Europe is 
becoming less and not more popular. I 
believe that the bow is being very tightly 
drawn. I do not know, and J do not 
wish to speak about, the view of foreign 
countries. But [see nothing which makes 
me believe that conscription is to be the 
accepted principle in the future. As far 
as my own office is concerned, I have to 
deal with another state of things. I have 
no Commission at all to deal with the 
Army as a conscript Army, still less 
have I got to deal with the Army as a 
conscript Army for service in the 
tropics, and until I receive that com- 


mission I am compelled to follow out 
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this problem on lines which depend on 
voluntary enlistment, and on that only. 
It is on those lines that I have attempted 
to deal with the problem. 


One word with regard to recruiting. I 
have never varied by one jot the expres- 
sion of my opinion as to what is the way 
out of our difficulties with regard to the 
recruiting and maintenance of our Army. 
They say that in the multitude of coun- 
sellors there is wisdom ; well, I have had 
a multitude of counsellors, bu: [ am not 
altogether certain that I have derived an 
immense amount of wisdom from their 


| counsels, because all these counsels have 
that our problem is entirely different | 


been contrary as well as contra lictory. 
And I still go back to those principles which 
I ventured to put before the House a year 
and a half ago: I tind them true now as 
then, and every successive Admiatstra- 
tion that has to deal with this problem 
will find them true too. You will have 
to find, on a long-service basis, your over- 
sea Army, and the drafts for it, and the 
reliefs for it. You will have to find for 
the reinforcement of that Army in war, a 
very large Reserve, and that Reserve can 
only be formed by short-service enlist- 
ment. 


Mason SEELY: No, no! 


*Mrx. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Between 
my hon. friend and myself there is 
a difference of form, but not of sub- 
stance; he and I disagree, I believe. 
and I regret it, as to the exact terms o! 
service in that short-service Army. I! 
think we shall eventually be agreed. 
But these facts are absolutely certain. 
The only way you can reinforce your 
Army in time of war is by the Reservists 
ot a large short-service Army. I have 
been told that I was wrong in suggesting 
that we should recruit this Army ,on 
a two years basis, or on a one year 
basis. [ heave received many recom- 
mendations from many men, but I 
have never seen alternatives to that 
proposition. I still look forward to 
a future when the great territorial Army 
of this country, the Militia, will be the 
nucleus of this home-service Army. 
I do not agree with the view that with 
any increase of service for the Militia 
recruit less than one year you can possibly 
achieve those results; and I am certain 
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that the moment you come to put it to 
the test, and ask Militia officers whether 


they are willing to undertake service | 
vear | 
and then return to civil life, you will | 
tind exactly the same answer as I have | 
got. You will find it is impossible. [) 


for five or six months in the 


do not wish to dwell upon that complex 
and difficult question; but [do wish to say 
this, that I have had no reason whatever 
to abandon any of the opinions I have 
stated to the House, and I see no other 
way out of this difficulty than by the 
recruiting on long service of the men you 
require for service over-sea in time of 
peace and recruiting on a short service 
hasis those you require to furnish the 
Reserve in the time of war. I have al- 
ready indicated to the Committee that 
we have got a large contingent of long- 
-ervice men. We have not got enough, 
but I hope very soon we shall have 
enough. I hope in this vear we shall 
have got at any rate enough to warrant 
us in opening the short-service recruiting. 
When that time comes we shall make 
the attempt. We shall try the principle 
ot depots. We shall open a depot which 
will give the same kind of training as 
the Guards depot and the 60th Rifles 
d-pot. We shall make some small con- 
tripution to the formation of a Reserve, 


and when we have got sufficient short- | 


shall | 


service men tor our purpose we 
revert to the long-service recruiting 
until we have got enough long-service 
men to relieve us of the difficulties in 
regard to the drafts for the troops. 


I have spoken, I am afraid, far too long, 
but if I have made it clear that we have 
progressed, and are progressing, I have 
done something. I believe, in spite 
of the criticisms which are heaped upoa 
the}War Office and its representative, 
that what the Army is suffering from, 
as was pointed out recently by my hon. 
and gallant friend the Member for Mid. 
Essex in one of his pregnant and epigram- 
matic sentences, is a lack of invelligent 
public interest and enlightened criticism. 
I am not sure that all the criticism which 
is indulged in is really intended to help 
the Army or those who are responsible 
for its administration, I see far too 


little disposition to praise or to help; | 


1 see far too great a disposition to find 
fault. I have now worked for nearly 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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| two years in my great office, and I know 
| the character of the men there, and [| 
say that nothing has discouraged me 
more than, I will not say the criticism, 
but the indiscriminating criticism to 
which they are subjected. They are 
men who have devoted their lives to the 
service of their country, and a little 
encouragement and a little trust would 
help them enormously. But they never 
receive either help or encouragement, 
aud | cannot help feeling that if for 
once a trial was made for extending 


to the administrators of the Army 
some measure of the goodwill and 


confidence which are extended to the 
administrators of the Navy [Opposition 
cries of “ Oh” j|—I mean exacily what | 
sav. | MINISTERIAL cheers.] I have heard 
all sorts of generalisations made in regard 
to both officers and men, and [ say that 
if some kind consideration was extended 
io them we should have made far greater 
progress than we have made under this 
adverse and, as I think, sometimes 
unjust criticism. I feel it is only just 
that I should say so much for my col- 
leagues in the War Oitice. Still I believe 
their work during the past vear and-a- 
half has not been unprofitable. 1 believe 
there has been progress, and that we 


are still progressing. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that at the risk of being considered an 
ignorant critic he wished to express his 
disagreement with some of the theories 
which had just been placed _ before 
the Committee. He would remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that the most 
bitter and constant criticism of the 
War Otfice and its methods came not 
from the politicians or fom the man 
in the street, but from the officers of 
the Army in private conversation. It 
was curious that all the critics who dis- 
agreed with the right hon. Gentleman, 
and whom he described as ignorant, 
should be men who had a special train- 
ing and special opportunities for under- 
standing the subject. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that since he had been in 
oifice the Army had greatly improved, 
and he mentioned the case of recruiting, 


‘of which he was so very proud, Tue 


right hon. Gentleman talked of how 
immensely desertions had diminished, 
but he did not point out that in 1903 
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men could buy their discharge, whereas 
in 1901 they could not, and the only 
way they could get out of the Army was 
by deserting; and besides, the condi- 
tions of service being improved, of 
course desertions were less in conse- 
quence. The important question, how- 
ever, Was what was the right hon. Gentle- 
man going to do with the Army? The 
right hon. Gentleman talked about long 
service and short service, and then they 


{13 Juty 1905} 


What they wanted to know was _ how | 
much of that scheme was to be carried | 


out. How much destruction of the 


| Support 


present system was going to take place | 


before we had a territorial Army ? He 
pressed most strongly that they should 
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ment that the greater number of 
those guns were going to India. He 


was dissatisfied with the changes made, 
which only destroyed one system without 
giving them another, whilst increasing 
the cost. He moved a reduction of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s salary by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries and Allowances 


lof the War ve eortreel bye wy? 
were given to understand that the whole | of the War Office) be reduced by £100. 


of his scheme was not to be carried out. | 


—(Mr. Courtenay Warner.) 


Mr. BUCHANAN said wished to 
the Amendment his hon. 
He thonght it was most un- 


he 


of 


friend. 


‘fortunate that there was such a small 


| number 


not begin by destroying the Militia and | 


then the Volunteers before the territorial 
Army was ready. Most hon. 
on that side thought the Militia would be 
destroved and the Volunteers injured 
by the threat which was hanging over 
their heads like the sword of Damocles. 


| statement. 
Members | 


More than that, there was an enormous | 


injury done to the military spirit of the 
uation. This territorial Army was a 
shadow which would be like the Army 
Corps of the late Secretary of State for 
War, appearing on paper only, an imita- 
tion of a foreign army without conscrip- 
tion. These changes had produced no- 
thing but cost, and even the new guns we 
could not pay for. India had to do that 
this year. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I do 
i0t know why the hon. Member says 
that. It is entirely incorrect. There is 
£1,200,000 on the Estimates. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that only a very small proportion of 
those guns would be supplied to bat- 
teries at home, towards the end of the 
year. Only a small portion of the sum 
named would be needed for those guns. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER. 
2il be spent. 


It 


will 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
he was very glad to hear it, but he 
could not understand that in view 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s  state- 





of Members present when 
hon. Gentleman made his 

It was certainly a great 
mistake that they were not told that the 
right hon. Gentleman was going to make 
a statement, practically in reply to what 
Lord Roberts had said, at the commence- 
ment of the evening sitting. The right 
hon. Gentleman began his speech by 
quoting Lord Roberts, and he added 
that Lord Roberts’ speech had com- 
pelled a reply from him. The Secretary 
of State for War then proceeded at 
some considerable length with what he 
cons dered was a full and complete 
reply to the very serious statement 
made by Lord Roberts in another 
place. Lord Roberts contrasted the 
condition of the Army in 1899 with its 
condition at the present time, and he 


the right 


said that it was no better now than 
it was in 1899. What was the right 


hon. Gentleman’s reply to that state- 
ment. It was twofold, one part was that 
Lord Roberts at the end of his speech 
had shown a desire to urge the adoption 
of conscription for this country. But his 
Lordship did not stand alone amongst 
Army reformers in urging the adoption 
of conscription. The chief of the staff, 
General Lyttelton, was an open advocate 
of conscription. They all welcomed the 
right hon. Gentleman’s words when he 
said that few people really recognised 
the enormous increase of expenditure 
that would be entailed by the adoption 
of conscription, and how wholly un- 
suitable it would be for the exigencies 
of our Army in India and other parts 
of the world. 
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The right hon. Gentleman had com- 
plained a little unfairly of the 


criticisms which had been made out- , 


side this House, but it hardly lay 
in the mouth of the right hon. 
Gentleman to complain of criticisms in 
regard to the Army, because the right 
hon. Gentleman himself had made his 
position by vigorous writings and criti- 
cisms upon the Army and Navy, and the 
position he had achieved he owed very 
largely to those writings and criticisms, 
which were not always couched in the most 
gentle terms. Therefore, he did not 
think the right hon. Gentleman ought 
to complain of others adopting a somewhat 
similar line of conduct to that which he 
himself had adopted with considerable 
effect in days gone by. The other general 
line of argument which he took was 
the old line which children took when 
they were found fault with: ‘ Please, sir, 
it wasn’t me,” and he said that Lord 
Roberts was responsible. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, I 


never said anything like that. 


5 
Mr. BUCHANAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman certainly took the line that 
Lord Roberts was responsible from 
1899 to 1905, and that he was only 
responsible from 1903 onwards. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I cer- 
tainly did not make any such statement. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he could not 
accept the right hon. Gentleman’s inter- 
pretation of what he had said, because 
he undoubtedly stated that Lord Roberts 
was the man responsible from 1899 to 
1903, and he drew a great distinction 
between the responsibility from 1903 
onwards. The right hon. Gentleman 
particularly asserted that it was in 1905 
only that he assumed the direction of 
the War Office and became responsible. 
He did not think that was the right line 
for the responsible Minister for War to 
take in reply to a very serious charge 
made by Lord Roberts. It would be 
within the recollection of hon. Members 
how constantly they had had the right 
hon. Gentleman telling them that such 
and such a proposal or scheme was made 
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‘who was responsible and vice versa; 


and for what the Secretary for India 
was responsible the present Secretary 
for War always disclaimed any re- 
sponsibility. He did not think that 
attitude was quite fair to the House of 
Commons or to the country. After all, 
the occupants of the War Office ought to 
present a solid front so far as their 
responsibility was concerned to the 
House of Commons and the country. 
and one man who succeeded another in 
such an important office ought to take 
full responsibility for all the actions 
and policy of his predecessors. They 
could not admit that the right hon, 
Gentleman was entitled in any way 
to minimise his responsibility as a 
member of the Government for the 
conduct of affairs in the War Office 
during the time the Government had 
been in power. 


The right hon. Gentleman tried to 
show how very much things had 
improved since he came into office in 
1903. Perhaps he might be permitted 
to summarise what the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman was. First 
of all in regard to the infantry. The 
right hon. Gentleman told them that 
they were short of men in the cavalry 
and that they were short of officers, but 
that he was not without hope that this 
deficiency might be remedied. He 
further stated that as regarded artillery 
they were short of guns, but he hoped 
by the end of the year that this deficiency 
would be remedied. As for stores he 
said they had been short, but they had 
now insisted upon having regular reports 
as to the condition of the stores. He 
hoped the War Office would insist upon 
having those reports regularly delivered, 
because in another department those 
reports had not been regularly furnished 
or demande by the War Office. Then 
the right hon. Gentleman went on and 
spoke of the Royal Engineers, and he said 
that he was not quite sure that their 
present condition was entirely appropriate 
or suitable for the service expected from 
them. The Imperial Yeomanry was the 
only branch upon which he would 
give a clean bill of health and of which 
he spoke in unqualified terms of praise. 
He hardly thought that the War Office 


in the time of the Secretary for India } could take the major share of the credit 
Mr, Buchanan. 
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for the efficient condition of the Im- | posals and, therefore, he was in the posi- 


yerial Yeomanry, because he remem- 


bered that they made merry over that | 


force some time ago, and its efficiency 
was largely due to the activity of those 
who directed the force rather than those 
in authority at the central Department. 


To hear a speech such as they had 
heard from the right hon. Gentleman 
that night brought upon the ordinary 
Member of the House of Commons who 


had no connection with the Army 
a feeling of despair. He had _ listened 
for many years to the debates, and 


he had taken a certain interest in Army 
and Navy matters, and the way in 
which they were connected with the 
financial interests of the country; and 
over and over again he had heard with 
regard to the Army one Secretary of 
State after another proceed to discuss 
the fundamental principles upon which 
the Army rested, but which never 
appeared to be settled for more than a 
couple of years. What possible con- 
fidence could the country have in the 
administration of a great and important 
public Department like the War Office 
when they were treated to exhibitions 
such as they had heard in the House 
that evening? He admired the right 
hon. Gentleman’s ability and persistence 
in the pursuit of the objects and ideas 
and schemes which he had at heart, but, 
after all. what had been the result of his 
occupancy of the office of War Minister ? 
Two years ago they had the upsetting of 
the scheme of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
predecessor, Then came the isher 
Committee, and part only of — their 
recommendation was adopted. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman himself propounded 
ascheme, but he was obliged to say that 
he had the authority of the Government 
only to carry out part of it, and con- 
sequently the scheme had never been 
carried out. Again, the right hon. Gentle- 
man had been obliged to tell them that 
he was not empowered to do what he 
admitted was essential for the 
condition of the Army. The Secretary 
for War had told them what he would 
like to do to improve the Volunteers, 
but he did not tell them that he was 
going to do it. He informed them 
that there was not sufficient money in 
the Exchequer to carry out those pro- 
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good | 


tion of pointing out a more excellent 
way and saying that the exigencies 
of the Government prevented him carry- 
ing these essential measures into effect. 
They could not receive such a statement 
with anything like satisfaction, and 
disagreements between such authorities 
as Lord Roberts and the Secretary 
of State for War were very much to 
be deplored. The statement the right 


hon. Gentleman had made was by no 
means reassuring, and the least the 


Committee could do that evening was 
to show its want of confidence in the 
policy of the War Office and the need 
for a continuous and _ settled policy. 
For these reasons he thought it was 
incumbent upon the Committee to sup- 
port the Motion for a reduction. 


*CotoneL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) apologised to the 
Committee for venturing to say¥any- 
thing about the Army, but he had 
been very much struck with the 
description given by a recent historian, 
who said that the defeat at Spion Kop 
was not to be traced to Buller, or 
Warren, or Thorneycroft, but to 
Aldersho*, and Pall Mall, to the House 
of Commons and the nation. - He was 
afraid that the House of Commons had 
to bear a very large share of responsi- 
bility in all the difficulties which con- 
cerned the administration of the Army. 
They had heard that evening the case of 
the Militia put forward. The sad thing 
that struck him in connection with the 
discussions in that House was that, while 
they talked, sometimes rather bitterly 
and acrimoniously, about the Volunteers 
or the Militia, or the Regular Forces, they 
forgot that which was of paramount 
importance—namely, the constitution of 
an efficient Imperial service. He thought 
that every Regular, Yeoman, or Volun- 
teer, should concentrate his mind upon 
the creation of an Imperial service. To 
achieve that it was necessary that they 
should all resign something. They did 
not find that spirit reflected in the debate 
they had just listened to. He was very 
much struck with the canon of military 
administration which had been laid down 
by the hon, Member who preceded him, 
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namely, that the Minister of War ought 
to adopt as his own the policy of his 
predecessors. What would a_ Liberal 
Minister for War say if he were asked to 
defend the policy of the present Secre- 
tary for War. An enormous step would 
be taken for the safety of the Empire if 
the War Office could be taken out of the 
hands of Party administration, and made 
an Imperial branch of State. 


Allowing for all the circumstances, he 
thought that on the whole the Secretary 
for War was to be congratulated on a satis- 
factory statement. As to the Volunteers, 
it had occurred to him that perhaps the 
best. encouragement would be to give 
them a more definite and certain part in 
the scheme of the defence of the country, 
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they did not like and a little more in 
understanding things as they were, they 
would do far more to help recruiting 
than by the present practice of indis- 
criminate criticism. It might be said 
that these were small matters, but they 
went to make up the popularity of the 
service, and the fact that the service was 
more popular and recruits were coming 
in better was largely due to the common. 
sense administration of the large depots, 
|The experiment of giving furlough more 
freely had been tried by some com- 
manding officers with the most excellent 
results. A common-sense system of ad- 
ministration was gradually being brought 
into the Army, and the old cast-iron rules 
were being gradually supplanted. But 
was not some credit due to those who 








in connection, he would suggest, with the 
meeting offraids or anything short of | 
a general invasion. With regard to | 
deserters he would suggest that command- | 
ing officers should be empowered to deal | 
with those who had deserted and wished | 
to return to the force. In this way they | 
would get rid of a good deal of the cost | 
of keeping these men in prison and the | 
trouble and expense of holding so many 
Courts-martial. 





administered the War Office for the 
gradual introduction of these reforms ? 
Never within his time as a soldier had so 
much been done in the direction of pro- 
gressive reform as had been done within 
the last few years, and he hoped that 
Army debates in the future, instead of 
being made mere Party discussions, 
would tend more and more; to increase 
the general interest in Army matters, 
and to the consideration of military 


| . o . . ny 
He wondered whether hon. Members | questions from a broad national point of 
realised what advances had been made | view. 


in the conditions of the soldier’s life 
during the last few years. To take only 
the question of feeding and general 
comfort: at 7.30 the recruit received 
besides his ordinary ration for breakfast 
something allowed by the administration 
of the depot ; at 11 o’clock every Man, 
if he chose to ask for it, could get a bowl 
of soup for nothing ; from 12.30 to 1.30 
dinner was served; the men need not 
go in together, but could take it when 
they liked between those hours, just 
as Members might go into their clubs, and 
they had a choice of four sorts of meat, 
two puddings, and often something extra 
which they could take away and eat in 
their own room; and then at 4.30 came 
tea, frequently with some little luxury 
thrown in. All this had been rendered 
possible by the good management of the 
large depots, and the curious thing about 
the system was that it was accompanied 
by very little drinking; in fact, the 
canteen was used much less than it used 
to be. If only hon. Members would 
spend less time in criticising things 


Colonel Kenyon Slaney, 


*CoLONEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) sug- 
gested that the hon. Member for Shrop- 
shire would make a good recruiting 
sergeant in view of the glowing pictures 
he was able to paint of the life of a soldier. 
There was no doubt a good deal of truth 
in what the hon. Member had said. Per- 
sonally, he was not one of those who said 
that everything connected with the Army 
was bad. The officers were good; the 
non-commissioned officers, as compared 
with those in Continental armies, were 
distinctly good ; and nearly all the men 
would be good if there was a better system 
of recruiting. He could not honestly 
say that the present Secretary of State 
was worse than other lite Secretaries 
for War, but it must be confessed 
that the right hon. Gentleman was 4 
little disappointing. Remembering the 
brochures on various subjects written by 
the right hon. Gentleman, Members 
thought when he was appointed that at 
j last reforms would be forthcoming, but 
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he appeared to have allowed himself to be 
overwhelmed by his circumstances and by 
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(the field artillery would have to be re- 
_armed with guns of 2,000 feet velocity. 


the War Office. Doubtless, finance was a | 


most important subject. The late war cost 
from £100,000,000 to £150,000,000 more 
thanit ought to have done. But there were 
many difliculties connected with the new 
system the right hon. Gentleman had 
outlined. After all, the men would only 
be practising in these matters, and he 
deubted whether there would be any 
really good results. Secret contracts 
were & great mistake ; they left open the 
door for great waste, and provided a 
strong temptation to more objectionable 
practices. The existence of a similar 
system for a couple of years would de- 
bauch practically any public body. He 
did not for a moment suggest that the 
lowest tender should always be accepted, 
but he did think that the practice adopted 
by the London County Council and 
almost every other similar body of 
publishing the amounts of the tenders 
was a good one. The present practice 
of the War Office in this respect 
provided an opportunity of swindling 
which in time of war was almost 
certain to be taken advantage of. 


As to recruiting, conscription was im- 
possible tor the kind of Army we required, 
the American system provided good men, 
but our system was unique. We took a 
boy at seventeen, made him swear he 
was eighteen, gave him as much as he 
was worth at that age, and then kept him 
onthat small pay until he was twenty-four, 
When he was worth more. Lf the Secretary 
of State was a private manufacturer he 
would probably get a couple of years im- 
prisonment for keeping men against their 
will, seeing that they made their con- 
tracts at the age of seventeen. Possibly 
thatcriticism hardly applied under existing 
circumstances, but it had applied in the 
past, and it would apply again as soon 
as the nine years enlistment had been 
a few years at work. The Govern- 
ment had done a great deal for the 
private soldier, but he did not think 
they had done enough to make his pay 
and allowances equal to the wages he 
would get in private employment. As 
to guns, in a few years there would be a 


demand for guns of a higher velocity, | 


and then in another four or five years 


*CoLoNEL WELBY (Taunton) said that 
in January of this year there was issued 
a scheme for the reorganisation of the 
home commands from which great things 
were expected. It was believed to be 
the outcome of long and careful con- 
sideration on the part of the military 
advisers of the Secretary of State, and 
was taken as the deliberate pronounce- 
ment of the Army Council. It was, 
therefore, supposed that everything in 
the way of military needs and_possi- 
‘bilities had been considered. ‘Taunton 
was given as the headquarters of the 
grouped regimental districts of the 
Western Command, but in less than three 
months Exeter was substituted. He 
immediately communicated with the 
Army Council and the Secretary of State, 
and was informed that the main reas-n 
for the alteration was that Exeter as a 
railway centre afforded better facilities 
than Taunton. It was quite possible to 
imagine a mistake being made with 
regard to the accommodation possible in 
a local town, but to put f rward the 
railway facilities as the reason for the 
change was a most extraordinary pro- 
ceeding on the part of the Army Council, 
as the question of railway communica- 
tion was one of the first matters that 
should be considered in conne:tion with 
preparations for war. If Exeter had 
been selected in the first place, probably 
no question whatever would have been 
raised. It was a small incident, but it 
excited some doubt as to the foresight 
and knowledge of military advisers of 
the Secretary of State. If they made 
such a mistake with regard to the railway 
facilities of our own country, how could 
they be trusted to consider the railways 
in any other country in whicn our Army 
might be called upon to operate? If 
more foresight, common sense, and know- 
tedge had been shown the misunder- 
standing with regard to the two towns 
might have been avoided. 


*Mr. CHURCHILL said the hon. Mem- 
ber opposite had referred to a dispute 
between the two towns of Taunton and 
Exeter, and the Secretary of State for 
War on the othet hand had plunged into 

a wide field of military policy, military 
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history, and strategical considerations. | new policy in the autuum of 1903. All 
TheCommittee must be recalied tothe prac- | these successive changes had taken place 
tical issue involved inthe Amendment. The | during the last ten years, and they had 
hon. and gallant Member for Shropshire | all taken place on the authority and on 
had deprecated Party feeling in the discus- | behalf of those members of the Govern- 
sion, but if discussion on Army matters | ment who ruled the country from the 
during the past three years had proceeded | Front Bench opposite. 
without Party bias and the interposition 
of the Government Whips there would; But all this had not been done 
to-day be a very different disposition of without some cost to the general tax- 
power, not only in the Army, but in all payer. What could be more impres- 
other Departments of State. The reduc-| sive than the fact that the Army 
tion had been moved, not because his now cost between £10,000,000 — and 
hon. friend wished to make any personal £11,000,000 more in ordinary — peace 
imputation against the right hon. Gentle- | time than it cost in the year 189g, 
man, or because he thought the Secretary What ordinary arrangement of language 
of State had been lacking in zeal, industry, | could do justice to such a fact as that / 
or ability in the execution of his great The sum of £10,000,000 or £11,000,000 
responsibilities, but as a censure, definite, | extra was now being charged to the 
deliberate, and complete, upon tae Army public, involving as it did increased 
administration of the last ten years. taxation accompanied with its neces 
These matters had a cumulative effect. sary impediments to commerce and 
The right hon. Gentleman might not the perpetual diversion of fund: 
be personally responsible for what his urgently needed by the State for other 
predecessors had done, but the Com- purposes. What greater disaster could 
mittee of the House of Commons was the Committee have than that simple 
bound to look at the history of military arithmetical statement that the Army 
policy during the whole of the period by which the Empire was defended in 
that it had been in the hands of one time of peace was costing the country 
particular Party in the State. between £10,000,000 and £11,000,000 
a vear more than it cost six or seven 
Much had happened in the last ten years. years ago. Having regard to the power 
During that period the Government had | which had been exercised from the 
done what they listed, and whatever they Treasury Bench opposite, and having 
had demanded from the public had been, regard to the schemes which they had 
conceded. During that period there had = put forward and the cost which they 
been numerouschangesinthe Army system, had involved; remembering the fact 
Those changes had been so numerous that in order to carry out those schemes 
and kaleidoscopic that he would almost , it had been necessary three or four times 
challenge any hon. Member of this House ; to revolutionise the entire personne of 
to detail them in their regular order with- | the War Office ; having regard to all these 
out omitting two or three important facts, which must be considered one at 
changes. The Committee would  re- a time as well as in their cumulative 
member the important changes made be- bearing, he asked the Committee what 
fore the war, under the Lansdowne ad-) had they got for it all. They were, of 
ministration. Other important. changes course, divided by partisan opinions and 
were effected under the stress of the they could not pretend to speak on these 
war, and then there was the immense matters with expert authority. Let 
revolution which was to be effected in them, however, go to the heads of the 
Army policy by the great scheme of the Army and to the great leaders of Military 
present Secretary for India in 1901. The opinion upon whose names the Govern- 
Committee would also remember the ment had so often been xble in the 
second scheme under which a revolution past to place the responsibility. Let 
was made in the conditions of service in| them go to the Secretary of State for War, 
1902, and this was followed by the who had himself said that this machine 
publication of the Esher Report. Then was ill-equipped, not organised for war, 
followed the declaration by the present) and one of the most costly military 
Secretary of State for War of his entirely | instruments ever devised. General Sir 
Mr, Churchill, 
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Jan Hamilton wrote home to this country 
that the present condition of the 
British Army constituted a danger to 
the very existence of the British Empire. 
Lord Roberts stated in the House of 
Lords that the condition of the Army 
was not more suited to actual war than 
it was in the year 1899. That was the 
justification of the Motion which his 
hon. friend had made. That was the 
most tangible and effective of all the 
indictments which had been made against 
the Government. 

What was the condition of the Army 
at the present time? If they might 
judge by the evidence of experts, it 
was in a very bad condition and 
wholly unsatisfactory. They had aban- 
doned the old system which had existed 
before the war by which their levies 
for India were maintained and by 
which a great Reserve was created which 
was available when an emergency arose. 
They had gone back to a system which 
was previously rejected, namely, a system 
of long service which, although it might 
be necessary to meet the exigencies of 
the moment, nevertheless had failed 
to provide that very Reserve which 
the right hon. Gentleman had told them 
over and over again was vitally necessary 
for the military purposes of this country 
either in regard to home defence or in time 
of war. There was a general feeling of 
disquiet that extended to every rank in 
the Army—from the greatest officers 
down almost to the humblest subaltern 
in the Line regiments. The artillery of 
the British Army was, without any 
single exception, unless it might be the 
artillery of Servia, the worst in Europe. 
The right hon. Gentleman had told them 
What he had done with regard to the 
provision of guns, and he had pointed 
out that he had taken money in the 
Estimates for guns amounting — to 
£1,200,000. It would cost something like 
£5,000,600 to rearm the artillery, and 
consequently the proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman was less than one third 
of the sum required. But while he was 
contributing less than one-third of the 
sum required for guns the right hon. 
Gentleman was perfectly ready to take 
the whole of the credit. 


*Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: The 
amount will be £3,500,000. 


{13 Juny 1905} 
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*Mr. CHURCHILL said that did not 


affect his argument that only on: 
third of the cost was now defrayed. 
Even in regard to this niggardly con- 
tribution for guns he wished to point out 
that in the early stages the expense of 
the principal part of the experiment was 
to be borne by India. Then there was 
the story of the short rifle. There was 
a marvellous scheme by which the rifles 
of the British Army were to be cut 
down in order that a rifle of equal length 
might be used suitable for both cavalry 
and infantry. He should have thought 
that a rifle of equal bore was a 
matter of infinite importance, but 
nobody in his senses would have 
troubled about having a rifle of equal 
length both for cavalry and infantry. 
The old long rifle might have been 
inconvenient, but at any rate the cavalry 
had found a way of carrying this. But 
this could not be said of the new rifle, 
which could not be carried by the old 
method, and no satisfactory method of 
carrying it had yet been adopted, even 
by the very troops for whose sake it was 
invented. 

There was the case of the Militia. The 
tales that reached them ofthe Militia, prin- 
cipally from the right hon. Gentleman 
himself, but supported, he was bound 
to admit, by evidence from every other 
quarter, were of the most gloomy char- 
acter. The right hon. Gentleman told 
them that the Militia was being murdered. 
Four years ago the Militia was given a 
bounty of £35 a man, which was to have 
raised it to 150,000. It had not done 
so. There were fewer Militiamen to-day 
than there were before the bounty was 
given at anextra burden to the taxpayers 
of something like £300,000 a year. It 
was the most expensive form of homicide 
ever known. Then there were the 
Volunteers. He would not say anything 
further with regard to the Volunteers 
than this—that if the right hon. Gentle- 
man ran his eye over the division list 
to-morrow he would see how very small 
was the balance of opinion, even in 
that House of Commons—if, indeed, 
there was any balance—in favour of 
the policy of a wholesale reduction of the 
Volunteers. They had heard a great 
deal about improving the knowledge 
and instruction of the officers of the 
Army, and the first step taken towards 
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this end was to admit a quantity of 
officers without troubling them to go 
through the formality of an examination. 
If there was one principle which had 


kept our Civil Service and public service | 


fréé from corruption it was the test of a 
competitive examination, but that test 
they had abandoned. There were many 
real schemes of organic reform whereby 
economies and efficiency might be effected 
which had been neglected altogether. 
Very little progress had been made 
towards establishing a corps of officers 
so that they should be easily change- 
able between their different regiments. 
A general staff existed in name, but not 
in fact. The development of a system 
of double companies in the infartry, 
and of schemes for the improvement 
of the Militia and Volunteers, had made 
no progress, 


The Secretary for War 
ever, made a momentous announce- 
ment—he had — declared that he 
was going forward with the scheme 
he laid before them a year ago, but which 
he had not advocated very much during 
the Parliamentary session, His plan 
for a double Army was to be carried out. 
and when they were separated for the 
winter months they would not know 
what steps were taken to carry out 
that yreat and surprising revolution 
in our Army system. This scheme was 
unsupported by any expert military au- 
thority. Knowing what he did of Army 
officers, he could assure the Committee 
that the right hoa. Gentleman in- his 
scheme as detailed to them had not 
zot the support of the Army Council. 
It might be said, if that were so, Why 
did not the Council resign ¢ But people 
did not always resign when they were 
expected to, and he put no faith in the 
statement that the seheme had the 
support of the Army Council because 
they had not resigned. He earnestly 
submitted that the progress of the scheme 
would not only injure the Army, but 
would block the way to further treat- 
ment of the Army problem which might 
be entered upon at a future date. 


had, how- 


It had never been considered incumbent 
upon a private Member to state anv 
alternative propositions, and he had 


always ,observed a praiseworthy pru- 
dence in that respect. 
Mr. Churchill, 


He asked the 
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indulgence of the Committee to say 
in four or five sentences what he thought 
ought to be the policy which the Secre- 
tary of State for War should adopé. 
The policy of the Secretary of State 
ought to be to stiffen the standards 
of recruiting, by raising the physical 
and character tests in every way. 
That would cause reeruiting to fall 
off, and then those battalions which 
could not be filled with effective soldicrs, 
probably from fifteen to twenty-five 
in number, should be disbanded. — The 
right hon. Gentleman should — re tum 
to the old system of seven years with 
the colours and five years in the Reserve, 
which, on the whole, was the best svstew 
to meet the varying and often conflicting 
military requirements of the British 
Empire. But, whatever was to be done 
in the future, time was the essence of 
the solution. There was no magic w. rd 
that could be spoken which would restore 
order in the War Office or 
in military administration, Five or six 
vears of thrifty administration were 
required in order to retrieve the waste 
of wild experiments, and to repair the 
ruin of a profligate and fertile mea pacity. 


economy 


*Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
that the hon. Member for Oldham had not 
only made an attack upon the Govern- 
ment, but he had also told them that if 
the Party of which he was a Member had 
been in power they would have done 
very much better. He would remind 
the hon. Member that the last time the 
Party opposite was in office they could 
hot even, in a time of peae>, keep a 
supply of powder, and during — their 
Boer War they got out of the expense 
by running away. He wished to point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for War that the e were a great 
many complaints beng made amongst 
Army officers that they were continually 
being worried for no good purpose. 
In consequence officers would not stay in 
the Army, nor was it possible to get 
officers to go into it. The Army was 
a'ready very short of officers, and if the 
conditions were not altered, we should 
soon be even worse off for officers than at 
present. Inthe regiment to which he had 
the honour to belong, out of about 1,100 
rifies there were at least 120 _ rifles 
which were practically useless. They 
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might possibly be sent out to war in a 
month’s time, and how were they going 
to supply the rifles? As far as he had 
been able to make out, a great number 
of the other rifles were sighted so as to 
shoot crookedly. [Opposrrion laughter. | 
This might be considered a small detail, 
but he thought it was most important, 
and he would suggest that the Secretary 
for War should appoint somebody to see 
that these details were put right. No 


doubt the House would recollect that 
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the accurate sighting of the rifles was to 
be preserved. In regard to the mounted 
infantry, the Secretary for War had 
adopted altogether a wrong sort of saddle, 
which was about twice as heavy asit ought 
to be, and in war time it would con- 
tinually want stuffing, They had a 
class of saddle in South Afriea which 
was only about half the weight and half 
the cost and which never wanted stuffing. 
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were absolutely necessary if 
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Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 
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Mr. Warner and Mr. 
Buchanan. 
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Original Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, the 


Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 
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report Progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


quarter after 


Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. |meut Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill 
. renee | (No. 140). Brought from the Commons ; 
Friday, 14th July. 1905. read I*; to be printed; and referred to 


| 
| 
| the !xaminers. 
| 
| 
| 
| 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
oe | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

Wemyss Dock Bill [#.u.]. Witnesses | porn 
ordered to attend the Select Committee. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail-| No. 3£56. Brazil (Para). 


way Bill; Worcestershire County | : 
Council (Bridges) Bill Read 3 and LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1895. 
passed. Orders made by the Light Railway 
Comm 'ssioners and modified and con- 
Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate firmed by the Board of Trade. (County 


Bill [#.0.]. Read 5*, and passed, and sent of Middlesex Light Railways (Extension 

to the Commons. /of Time) Order, 1905). amending the 

‘County of Middlesex L ght Railways 

Skegness Water Bill. Read 5", with the | Order, 1901. (North Wales Narrow Gauge 

Amendments, and passed, and returned to | Railwavs (Light Railway) Order, 1905 

the Commons, | authorising the working and maintenance 

: . | of the Moel Tryfan Undertaking of the 

Southend and Colchester Lizht Rail-| North Wa'es Narrow Gauge Railways 

ways Bill [4.u.]. Returned from the Company as a light railway, and other 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments. matters. E 


Tees Valley Water Board Bill [1.u.]: | Presented (by Command). and ordered 
Whitby Urban District Council Bill [1.u.]. | t lie on the Table. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, | 
with Amendments. The said Amendments | 
considered, and agreed to. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
| Treasury Minute, dated 8th Jily, 1905, 
i declaring Bushire to be an unhealthy 
Electric Lighting Provisiona! Orders | place within the meaning of the Super- 
(No. 4) Bill. Read %* (according to | annuation Act, 1876. 
order), and passed. | 


|SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (BOROUGH OF 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders DARWEN). 
(No. 6) Bill. Amendments reported Order made by the Mayor, Aldermen, 
(according to order), and Bill to be read | and Burgesses of the Borough of Darwen, 
3on Monday next. and confirmed by the Secretary of State 
. for the Home Department, fixing the 
Local Government Provisional Orders | hours of closing for hairdressers’ and 
(No. 11) Bill. House in Committee | barbers’ : hops within the borough. 
(according to order). Bill reported with- 
out Amendment. Standing Committee | COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH 
negatived; and Bill to be read 3* on COURT OF JUSTICE (IRELAND) ). 
Monday next. Account of receipts and disbursements. 
for the year ended 3lst December, 1904. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confir- 
mation Bill [H.L.]. Read 2* (according 
to order), and (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899), deemed to have been reported | NEW BILL. 
irom the Committee; and to be read 3° 
on Monday next. 





| 
\ Sainte 
| COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL [1.1.]. 


Local Government Provisional Orde:s | A Bill to amend the law relating to 
(No. 12) Bill No. 139); Local Govern- | County Courts in Ireland. Was presented 
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bythe Lord Ashbourne; read 1*; to be 
printed ; and to be read 2* on Thursday 
next. ‘No. 158.) 


THE IRISH LAND ACT. 

THE Eart or DUNRAVEN rose ‘‘ To 
call attention to the ad interim Report of 
the Estates Commissioners under the 
Trish Land Act, 1903, and to the regu- 
lations made by the Lord-Lieutenant and 
published in the Dublin Gazette of 7th 
July.” The noble Earl said: My Lords. 
since I put down my notice on the Paper 
to call attention to the ad interim Report 
of the Estates Commissioners, regulations 
have been issued under the name of the 
Lord-Lieutenant and published in the 
Dublin Gazette. I do not think the regu- 
litions have been laid on the Table of this 
House, and I do not know why they have 
not been laid. The Act orders that such 
regulations should be presented to Parlia- 
rent at the earliest possible date. The 
regulations were published in the Dublin 
(razette, 1 think, more than a week ago, 
and I should be glad to know why they 
have not been circulated amongst your 
Lordships. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsupourNe): They are on 
the Table. 


Tue Eart or DUNRAVEN: The ad 
interim Report of the Estates Com- 
missioners gives some useful information 
as to the working of the Act, but on the 
whole I think it is rather more noticeable 
for what it does not say than for what it 
says. It gives us some information, but 
it leaves us entirely in the dark as to the 
causes of a certain amount of failure in 
the Act, and it is impossible to read the 
Report without coming to the conclusion 
that it could have contained information 
which would have been very useful to 
your Lordships and to Parliament in 
forming an opinion as to the causes, 
whatever they may be, that have led to 
this comparative failure of the Act in 
certain directions. The Act is entirely 
satisfactory in one respect. The Com- 
missioners report that practically in all 
cases owners have retained their houses 
and demesne lands, and they say that 
there is no indication whatever that land- 


{LORDS} 
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lords selling their estates have any inten- 


688 


tion of leaving the country. That is alto- 
gether satisfactory, and sets at rest th» 
fears of those who anticipated that 
the sales of property would be followed 
by a kind of exodus of the landed gentry 
—a proceeding which, for financial and 
many Other reasons, would have beea 
injurious to the country. : 


But in other respects the Act does not 
seem to be working satisfactorily. As 
regards the labourers, during the fourteen 
months which come under review in the 
ad interim Report only fourteen schemes 
were put forward to the Local Govern- 
ment Board and to district councils, 
Well, that practically amounts to nothing, 
Ido not wish to comment on that. The 
Land Act of 1903 was not a labourers 
Act, but the fact that the clauses in the 
Act intended to benefit the labourers have 
been practicaliv moperative, emphasises 
the necessity for legislation dealing wit! 
that phase of the question, and I should 
hope it would be forthcoming at a not 
very distant date. Nor is the Act 
working satisfactorily as regards the re- 
instatement of evicted tenants. Up to 
the end of last year, which is as far as 
this ad interim Report goes, out of 4.275 
applications cnly 137 tenants were rein- 
stated; ninety-one were reinstated by the 
landlords and forty-six by the Com- 
missioners. Well, my Lords, that is very 
slow progress. The immense importance 
of the reinstatement of evicted tenants 
was urged on Parliament during the 
debates on the Land Bill, and was fully 
recognised by Parliament; and it is 
obvious that for some reason or other the 
intentions and hopes of Parliament are 
not in that respect being fulfilled. 


I can find nothing whatever in the Report 
of the Estates Commissioners explaining 
this very partial success of the Actas 
regards the reinstatement of evicted 
tenants. It is plain, I think, from the 
Report that unwillingness on the part of 
the landowners has nothing whatever to 
do with it. It is quite obvious that they 
do not block the way. I do not know 
what thecause is. Ifit is want of money 
it would be a most lamentable thing that 
for the sake of a comparatively few 
thousand pounds the success of the Act 
in ore of its most important principles 
should be jeopardised. But I cannot help 
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thinking that there must be other reasons | of good land to add to these uneconomis 
which are not disclosed in the Report of | holdings, and apparently that has not 
the Commissoners, and if His Majesty’s | taken place. 

Government can give us any information 
on that point I think it would be very 
welcome. The Act is also only a partial 
success in the province of Connaught. In 


Now, my Lords, what is the cause of 
this failure in Connaught. [do not find 
it accounted for in any way in the ad 


“il nee ee, interim Report of the Estates Comnis- 
Connaught 3,308 originating applications 


5 sioners. They, it is true, mention certain 
were Made up to the end of last year, as ‘legal and other difficulties. but they are 


compared with 10,422 in Ulster, 10,057 in |not difficulties of any serious character ; 
Leinster, and 6,846 in Munster. Icannot | they are difficulties that could be easily 
tind in this Report any reasons given by lovercome. Your Lordships know very 
the Estates Commissioners accounting for well that the conditiun of C mnaught 
this comparative failure of the Act in Con- is not at all on all fours with that of the 
naught ; and I would remind your Lord- | other provinces in Ireland. Connaught 
ships that the immense importance of | js full of these uneconomic holdings, [ 
dealing principally with the uneconomic want to know—and I think Parliament 
holdings in Connaught was fully | and the public have a right to ask for this 
recognised by Parliament. | information—what is the cause of this 
comparative failure in Connaught. There 
must be some reason for the small number 
of originating applications there. These 
uneconomic holdings are, of course, 
occupied by men who to a large extent 
eke out their existence by harvesting in 
England or by other means. T have seen 
It stated that the landowners attach a 
large residential value to these wretched 
little holdings and are asking an exorbi- 
tant number of years purchase in respect 
of their residential and agricultural value. 
I am not at all inclined to believe that 
such is the case. 





The intention of Parliament, as 
indicated over and over again during the 
passage of the Bill through both Houses, 
was that the provisions of the Act should 
have such application in Connaught and 
the West as to have substantial effect in 
converting utterly uneconomic hol lings 
into holdings of an economic character ; 
aid Parliament believed that the induce- 
nents offered to landowners to sell, anc 
the powers granted to the Estates Com- 
missioners, Were sufficient to enable them 
to acquire a sufficient quantity of good 
and untenanted land in order to improve 
the condition of the uneconomic holdings I have seen it stated, on the other 
which are such a distinct feature of the hind, that the tenants are offering 
province of Connaught. I know thatthe prices based on the purely agricultural 
theory has been put forward that this value of these little holdings. I should 
good grazing grass land shoul! be devoted be curious to know what view the 
to grazing purposes, and that it is false Estates Commissioners ‘take of the value 
economy to try and divert it toany other of these holdings. Do they value them 
use. But your Lordships willadmit that merely on their agricultural value? Do 
the condition of the people living inthese they take into consideration the fact 
meconomic holdings is almost in- that the occupiers have other means of 
tolerable. There are large populations making a livelihood; or do they consider 
living practically on the verge of chronic at all the prospective value that may 
starvation in conditions in which human attach to them when they are improved 
beings ought not to live. If you are to | or enlarged. There is no question at all 
carry out those theories to their logical that the Act is to a very large extent a 
conclusion, Edo not see how you can help failure as regards the uneconomic por- 
admitting that these people ought to be tions of the West, mainly in Connaught. 
deported from that part of the country Neither Parliament nor the public have 
and the land allowed to go to waste. any information whateve before them to 
But that is not my opinion, nor was it | enable them to form an opinion as to 
the intention of Parliament. Parliament whether that is due to the parties princi- 
intended that the effect of the Act should | pally interested in the matter there, to 
be that the Estates Commissioners would ; any faults in the administration of 
obtain possession of a sufficient quantity | the Act, or to any defects in the 
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Act itself. I admit that to give 
information would be to give publicity 
to matters which under ordinary circum- 


stances are and ought to be considered | 


entirely private matters, but the circum- 
stances are peculiar. The great Act of 
1903 was not merely an Act to enable 
one man to sell something to another. 
It was a great Imperial measure des gned 
for a special purpose, for the benefit, not 
of individuals or of classes in Ireland, but 
for the benefit of the whole community 
in that country. The whole of the tax- 
paying community pledged their credit 
to finance the Act. Under these cireum- 
stances it appears to me that when it is 


evident that in a most important par- 


ticular the Act is failing, Parliament and 
the people have a right to such informa- 
tion as will enable them to judge of the 
causes of failure. 

My impression is that the Estates Com- 
missioners could perfectly well give such 
information if they were invited to do so, 
and it appearsto me that that would be the 


simplest method of dealing with it. But, | 


if no information is given in that or some 
similar direction, it is perfectly certain 
that before long, if matters do not go 
much more smoothly and much more 
rapidly in Connaught and in the West, 
an inquiry of some sort by a Committee 
or Vice-regal Commission will have to be 
made. The Act of 1903 was a great 
measure, and it was entrusted in its ad- 
ministration to three very able and cap- 
able men as Estates Commissioners. Have 


{LORDS} 


Land Act. 692 


| That seems perfectly right and just, 
| but things are not always exactly what 
| they seem; andI think if your Lordships 
will consider the matter a little you will 
find that that regulation will not work 
out in the way that it is intended to, 
Roughly speaking, it may be said that 
there are three distinct classes of estates 
sold in Ireland—bankrupt estates in the 
Land Court, estates which are sold to 
the Estates Commissioners, and estates 
which are sold by the landlord direct to 
the tenant, Nearly all of the vast number 
of originating applications are in the 
latter category. I should have thought 
that it was obvious that the proceedings 
in the Land Court ought to be expedited 
as much as fairly and legitimately can be 
done. Mr. Justice Ross has publicly 
stated that his Court is completely 
blocked for want of money, and, if only 
on the ground of economy, the sooner the 
bankrupt estates are cleared off and 
the Land Court closed the better. But 
the Court is already blocked, and it will 
be impossible for any money, or any 
sufficient sum of money, to be allocated 
to the Land Court unéil this vast 
accumulation of originating applications 
for sale direct from landlord to tenant 
have been disposed of; and at the 
present rate of progress that will he a 
|matter of probably six or eight vears. 
Is it sensible or wise to allow a deadlock 
to take place in the Land Court, and 
offer no means whatever whereby that 
cin be removed ? 


these Commissioners had fair play in ad- | 


ministering the Agt ? It seems tome, my 


Lords, they have not. They are subjected | 
tu rvles and regulations emanating from | 


two sources—from Dublin Castle and from 
the Treasury. These unfortunate Com- 
missioners are the servants 
masters; they have to obey the rules 
coming irom these two sources, which 
may ccincide or conflict, or be altered or 
changed from day to day. 

The regulations lately issued under 
the Lord-Lieutenant’s name appear to me, 


in one or two particulars, to be exceed- | 


ingly objectionable. The first regulation 
it is not necessary for me to read at 
length. The gist of it is contained in 
the last three lines— 

No vendor or class of vendors shall be given 


any undue preference over any other vendor or 
class of vendors. 


The Earl of Dunraven, 


of two) 


Then, my Lords, there are sales to the 
Commissioners. Sales to the Commis- 
sioners have scarcely taken place at all, 
They are very few in number, [ do not 

| in the least know why that should be the 
case, except it be that landowners are 
afraid that the Estates Commissioners 
|would largely reduce the price which 
they would otherwise obtain from their 
tenants. Now, sale tothe Commissioners 
has many advantages. It has advantages 
to the landlord; it saves him a great deal 
of responsibility and trouble, and the 
Commissioners have to pay him 3} per 
cent. after the sale is completed pending 
the distribution of the money. It has 
most decided advantages, to my mind, to 
the tenant, and it gives the Commissioners 
considerable powers of dealing with the 
cases of evicted tenants and making 
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improvements. That part of the Act 
has been scarcely used at all. It is quite 
certain that Parliament was under the 
belief that that method of sale would be 
largely resorted to, and evidently wished 
that it should be largely resorted to. 
But it has not been, and if this regulation 
is to remain in force it never can be, 


because landlords desiring to sell in that | 


way will practically have no opportunity 


of getting their cases heard until this | 
vast number in the other category have | 


been disposed of. 


It is true 
sioners are given a certain latitude; 
can pos tpon 
any particular estate or untenanted land 
if they see fit. That is a discriminating 
power which, personally, I dislike. 
not see why the Estites Commissioners 


thev 


should be given power to accelerate 
or retard proceedings in regard to 
any particular individual or any par- 
ticular estate. But, at any rate, that 
provision cannot affect the main ques- 
tion, and my contention is that the! 


regulation stating that practically the 


first comer has to be first served will not | 


work out fairly or well. and that whatever 
money is available should be divided 
some way proportionately amongst these 
three categories of estates. A certain 

mount ; should be allocated to the Land 
Gourt, 2 Certain amount to the Commis- 
sioners for the purchase of estates, and 
by far the larger amount should he 
illocated to estates sold direct from land- 
lord to tenant. 


The second regulation deals 
question of intimidation. In the 
place Tam bound to say it seems to me 
a tather trivial and child'sh 
deiling with a matter of that importance 
to sav to these men, “Oh! you naughty 
bovs, go to the bottom of the class.” I 


do not think that is the proper way to | 
But what I object to is that | 


treat them. 
it appears to me to be imposing duties 
on the Estates Commissioners which they 
cannot possibly fulfil, and which ought 
not to be imposed upon them. The | 
Estates Commissioners have to ascertain | 
Whether direct or indirect 
has been exercised, and if they think it | 

, then the estates are to go to the bot 
tom of the list. Indirect intimidation i is | 
Not a very easy thing for anyone to define, | 
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or accelerate dealing with | 


I do} 


with the H 
first | | 


way of | 


intimidation | 
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and this seems to me a rather improper 
task to impose upon the Estates Commis- 
sioners. Of course, there has been a 
great deal of pressure used on both sides. 
A great deal of pressure has been used 
upon tenants to be true to their class and 
not to set a bad example by offering toc 
good a price, and a great deal of pressure 
has been put on the landlcrds for the 
| same reason, to be true t> their class and 
not set a bad example by accepting a 





low price. That does not amount to 
intimidation, but it amounts to cone 


siderable pressure. 
| 

The pressure of social influence can 
very often be very severe. But how are 
the Estates Commissioners to determine 
whether indirect intimidation has been 
used or noi, and what are thev to do if 
they differ in this matter from the 
ordinary Courts? There area number of 
men to be tried on charges of intimidation 
Ly special juries. If the special juries 
find them guilty and the Estates Com- 
| missioners look in-o the matter and think 
there has not been intimidation, which 
is the superior authority, will the 
estates in question have to be sent to 
| the bottom of the list? It appears to 
me you are placing the Estates Commis- 
sloners in an absolute ly absurd position, 
| Nodoubt a certain amount of intimidation 
‘has been exercised. I accept it on the 
authority of the responsible Minister that 
a ecortain amount of terrorism exists 
which must be dealt with. Stop that bv all 
manner of but I do not think 
will have 


means, 
that regulations of this kind 
the desired effect. 


Consider for a moment what the effect 
will be on the landlerd. The landlord 
may be perfectly willing to sell his estate, 
and the bulk of h's tenants may be willing 
to buy; you place it in the power of any 
scoundrel who happens to write half-a- 
dozen anonymous letters to have the 
| Commissioners come down and say that 
| intimidation has been used and preclude 
the landlord from selling his estate for, 
| say, the next ten veurs. It seems to me 
pretty hard that the landlord should not 
be allowed to sell his estate because the 
Estates Comm'ssioners would be obliged 
| to say that intimidation had taken place. 
/Toat is not the w ry to deal with a 
| question of this kind. I have not a word 
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to say against any steps that the Execu- 
tive think necessary to put down terrorism 
and to stop intimidation, but this much 
I will sav—that if there was a similar 
state of things in England, if a great Bill 
had been passed for the benefit of 
the English people to put an end to a 
perennial source of trouble. and if that 
measure conspicuously failed in an 
important part and disorder arose, I have 
not the slightest doubt but that Parli:- 
ment would back up the Executive in 
putting down that disorder, but would 
also insist on getting such information as 
would enable it to judge whether in the 
Act itself or in its administration there 
was any fault which had caused the Act 
not to work in that direction and to 
which the disorder might possibly be 
traced. 


T should like some information as to 
reguiation No. 3, because, if I read it 
aright, appears to me to practically 
amend the Act. Regulation No. 3 is as 
follows — 

“ Having regard to the provisions of Sections 
2,4, and 8 of the Act, and of the enactments 
repealed by the Act, untenanted lands when 
purchased by the Estates Commissioners, 
whether they form part of an estate sold or 
have been acquired under the provisions of 
Section 8, should be utilised for the enlarge- 
ment of the uneconomic holdings of agri- 
cultural or pastoral tenants, or for providing 
Jands for the persons or for the purposes de- 
scribed in Sections 2 and 4 of the Act, and not 
for the purpose of creating tenancies for the 
benefit of, or making allotments to, persons 
other than those described in the said last- 
mentioned sections. 

(a.) The Estates Commissioners should enly 

consider the question of providing a 

_ holding for a tenant evicted from any 

holding comprised in an estate upon 

the sale of that estate, and where 

there is untenanted land available for 

such purpose either comprised in an 

estate or acquired by the Commis- 
sioners under Section 8 of the Act. 


(4.) In considering the said last-mentioned 
question preference and special con- 
sideration should be given to those 
cases in which the tenancy was lost, 
not owing to inefliciency or negligence 
on the part of the former tenant, but 
In consequence of some general rent 
dispute.” 

Sections 2, 4, and 8 of the Act are the 
sections to which this regulation applies, 
Section 2 enumerates the persons to 
whom advances may be made; Section 4 
deals with powers of trustees; and 
Section 8 gives the Estates Commissioners 


The Earl of Dunraven. 
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‘power to acquire land without placing 


any particular restrictions upon them. 
That is quite clear from the section. 
But this regulation does put a restriction 
upon them. They are obliged to use that 
Jand for the specific purposes mentioned 
here, and they can have no object what- 
ever in purchasing unless they can use it 
ior those specific purposes. They can 
only use such land for the purpose either 
of reinstating a tenant evicted from that 
particular estate, or for the benefit of 
a tenant on that particular estate, or for 
the son of a tenant on that particular 
estate, or to add to a holding not 
exceeding a rateable value of £5 in the 
immediate neighbourhood of the estate: 
and I believe the legal meaning of neigh- 
bourhood is almost absolutely touching 
the estate. 


Tam not personally well acquainted 
with that part of the country, but is it 
not a fact that there are tracts of good 
vrass land from which no tenant has 
been evicted during the last twenty- 
five vears, which have not been tenanted 
at all for long periods of time, and in 
which there are no holdings belonging 
to the same estate under £5 valuatio1 
in the immediate neighbourhood _ac- 
cording to the legal interpretation of the 
term? If that is the case—and I believe 
it is the case—landlords may be perfeetly 
willing to sell this land and the Estate; 
Commissioners may be most ardently 
desirous of buying, but they cannot, be- 
cause if they do they can do nothing 
with it. They are not allowed to use it 
in the way the Act intended they should. 
The regulation restricts them to using 
the land in a particular manner, The 
effect of that is to absolutely step 
migration. The Estates Commissioners 
cannot buy these lands and remove 
people from any distance to them, and 
therefore cannot make room in the 
congested portions of the country to 
enlarge uneconomic boldings; and the 
practical effect of that regulation 
will be to make it almost impossible 
for the Estates Commissioners to carry 
out the intentions and the wish of 
Parliament by turning uneconomic 
holdings in the West of Ireland into 
holdings of at any rate a_ tolerably 
economic character. That regulation, 


, to my mind, is tantamount to repealing 
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clauses in the Act, or, at any rate, to 
very seriously altering clauses in the Act ; 
and I do protest against the Executive 
making rules and regulations which can 
have such a serious effect on the Act 
as to thoroughly frustrate and stultify 
the obvious intention of Parliament in 
passing it. 

If this regulation, with the others, 
continues to be acted upon, the Act will, 
of course, work, but it will affect mainly, 
if not solely, the sound and economic 
properties. It will affect only the 
healthy part of the body politic. The 
unhealthy parts—the parts of the 
country where the disease is acute, 
where Parliament recognisel that the 
disease was acute and the remedy 
urgent—will be entirely left out, and 
Parliament need not be disappointed 
if the Act does not com» up to its 
expectations, This kind of regulation, 
interfering with the intention of Parlia- 
ment to apply a remedy where a remedy 
is most urgently needed, is certain to 
cause discontent and possibly disorder. 
Regulations of this kind are really 
playing directly into the hands of those 
who favour disorder and make it more 
and more difficult for those—and I am 
sure they are the great majority of the 
people of all classes in lreland—whose 
earnest des're is to see the Act carried 
out and fulniled according to the con- 
cillatory spirit which animated — the 
Land Conference which preceded the Act. 
The Estates Commissioners are forbidden 
tomake grants although they are ordered 
todo so by the Act. They are told they 
are to pick out among candidates and 
aspirants men who are the best farmers 
and soon, and they are not to make 
advances to any man who is in sucha 
position that he could get a loan from 
the Local Government Board. I should 
have thought that the Estates Commis- 
sioners had enough to do as itis, but, in 
addition, they have to act as a kind of 
Court to ascertain whether intimidation 
takes place or not, They have to sit as 
an examining board in the matter of 
scientific agriculture, and they have to 
find out whether a man can or cannot 
vet a loan from the Local Government 
Board, 


I quite admit that at the bottom of all 
the trouble, and the real cause of the 
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difficulty, is the lack of money. The staff 
at the disposal of the Estates Com- 
missioners is utterly insufficient. Ishould 
like to read to your Lordships anextract 
from what was said the other day at a 
special meeting of the Incorporated Law 
Society of Ireland. Mr, John P. Lynch 
made a very important speech in which 
he stated— 

‘They (the solicitors) were not allowed to 
lodge their abstracts of title, although these 
were sworn and ready, until the prima facie 
titles had been first passed. The prima facie 
titles that were being read in the present week 
were titles that were lodged on August 7th, 
1904.” 

Further on he said— 

** Originating applications that were lodged 
last February were only being opened now, and 
on June Ist there were 10,000 agreements that 
had not been posted in the ledyers for collection 
of interest. Why? Because there were ten 
men doing work that frequired seventy. At 
present there were 5,000 applications in which 
interest due on the Ist of last May had not 
been sent out. He had in his own office twenty- 
four originating applications in which the 
abstracts of title were sworn and ready to be 
lodged, and the earliest of which was in 
September 1904, but he was not allowed to put 
themin. ‘The examiners would not be allowed 
to read the applications.” 

Is not that a perfectly scandalous state 
of things ¢ And all that delay, confusion, 
and t:ouble is caused for the lack of per- 
haps twenty or thirty additional clerks. 
I believe it would be true economy to 
facilitate in every way the working of 
the Act. We have now the Land Judge’s 
Court, the Congested Districts Board, the 
Land Commission, and the Estates Com- 
missioners all employed upon very much 
the same work, all engaged in fixing or 
unfixing rents, selling estates, or proving 
titles, and until this revolution Is 
completed and the transfer made, all 
these boards and Courts will go on sitting 
at enormous expense. My impression is 
that if the whole transfer could be com- 
pleted in the next five years the loss which 
would be sustained on flotation would 
be more than recouped by the saving ot 
the expense of all these Courts and boards 
which at the present rate will continue 
to be working for the next twenty-five, 
thirty, or forty vears. 

The lack of money is dangerous, Take 
this very case of Connaught to which I 
alluded a little while ago. How on earth 
can the owners of these grass lands be 


| expected to sell unless they can form 
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some kind of idea when they are to give 
up possession? They cannot stock them 
at the risk of having to clear off the 
stock at any moment. Delay will be 
very fatal to the working of the Acc. In 
every part of Ireland the basis of nearly 
every agreement between landlord and 
tenant lies in the investment that the 
vendor can make of his purchase money. 
He founds his agreement upon what he 
can do with the purchase money when 
he gets it. He will probably invest a 
considerable portion of it in paying off 
incumbrances on which he is paying 4 
per cent., 4) per cent., or 5 per cent., and 
the balance in trustee securities. That 
is the foundation of his agreement; 
ninety-nine out of every hundred of these 
originating applications are founded on 
that bas.s, and if the man cannot get the 
money what is he to do? He cannot 
pay off his incumbrances. That was 
clearly put at the meeting of the Incor- 
porated Law Society which took place in 
Dublin the other day. Mr. Fry put the 
position very clearly in these words— 

“Tenants will not consent to purchase unless 
they can get an immediate benetit by a speedy 
reduction in their annual payment; vendors 
with liability on personal covenants, will not 
run the risk of having their furniture seized at 
the suit of their creditors, or being pressed on 
foot of their everyday legal and necessary 
obligations; and middlemen, paying heavy 
head- rents, but who desire to sell, will not 
subject themselves to the chances of having 
their land ejected pending the sale by reason 
of the non-payment of their rent. lam 
not using language too strong when T say that 
it is intolerable. The public are affected as 
well as vendors, purchasers, and incumbrancers. 
The tradespeople cannot get their accounts paid, 
and commerce in daily life is restricted. All 
classes of the community are inconvenienced 
hy this present position.” 


I think that places the 
as It can be placed. 


case as clearly 


It is perfectly certain that lack of 
money to finance the Act is causing 
lufinite trouble. Landlords are placed in 
this position. Either they must decline 
to sell and are called preposterous persons 
who ought to be made to sell, or they 
must go back on the —— w hich they 
have already made, or, worse than all, 
they have to ask aon terms from their 
tenants than they would otherwise 
demand. They must protect themselves 
against the expense involved in this long 
and interminable delay, and the result is 

The Earl of Dunraven. 
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over Ireland landlords are 
asking considerably higher terms from 
their tenants than they would otherwise 
have been willing to accept if they coul| 
have relied upon getting their purchase 
money Within reasonable time, and if the 
whole thing could go through, as it 
ought to, without these great delays. It 
was pointed out, in the quotation | 
have read, that interest is not being 
collected by the Estates Commissioners, 
They are letting the tenants get into 
arrear. How are they going to get those 
arrears made up? And the interest that 
is obtained is not handed over to the 
landlords. They are getting things in 
that office into such a muddie and mess 
that it will be almost impossible to 
extricate them. 


[I am sorry to have detained vour Lord- 
ships so long on a very dry subject, but 
itis a very serious and important sub- 
ject. It 1s not, however, for me to 
attempt to suggest any remedies, I 
object to the rules and regulations for 
the reasons I have given, but I admit 
that the root of all the trouble lies in the 


lack of sufficient money to reasona!ly 
finance the Act. I can imagine that 
arrangements might be made to relieve 


the landlords, I shou!d think that with 
the assistance of the Treasury something 
in the nature of a certificate promising 
to pay within reasonable time might be 
issued ; and I should imagine that private 
effort could produce a trust sufficiently 
strong to stand between the State and 
the landlord and the incumbrancers—in 
fact, that meins might be devised for 
the State either to finance the landlord 
or assist him to finance himself during 
th: time he has to wait for his money. 
I do not know whether that is practic: 
able or not. I have heard it stated that 
there was an idea of offering scrip instead 
of cash for a portion of the purchase 
money. Whether that can be of use or 
not depends on the terms under which 
the scrip would be issued. I do not see 
how in the present state of the market it 
would be possible to avoid making a loss, 
which must fall on somebody, and if it 
falls on the landlords I need scarcely tell 
your Lordships that it will react on the 
tenants. The more expensive you make 
it tor the landlord the more expensive 


you make it for the tenant. 
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Estates to the value of £27,200,000 
have been applied for, and estates a little 
over the value of £7,200,00) have been 
distributed. That is an absolute dead- 
lock. What is to be done to relieve it ? 
[am not by any means a financial expert, 
but my own impression is that the 
system of making frequent small loans 
is not a good one, and I believe money 
would be procured more cheaply if we had 
larger loans at longer intervals. I believe 
if you Went in for sufficient money to 
carry out the Act for a vear or two it 
could be bad more cheaply than a succes- 
sion of loans of £5,009,000 each year, Of 
course I am aware that there was an 
understanding that not more than 
£5,000,0C0 a year should be raised during 
the first three years. That is not in the 
Act; lt was an understanding, but not 
one of a binding character, and it should 
be relaxed by mutual agreement. I 
think it was a mistake in the Act to 
place the loss on flotation on the Irish 
evelopment Grant. This grant was an 
equivalent grant to be devoted to educa- 
tional purposes, and [I do think it was 
rather =a smili-iminded matter to 
place the whole of the loss on flota- 
tion on that grant. After all. the 
Act, although its operations were con- 
fined to Ireland, was for the benefit of 
the whole of the United Kingdom, and 
the taxpayers of the whole of the United 
Kingdom pledged their credit for it. 


Ido not know whether His Majesty's 
Government have any plan in their heads, 
or have arrived at anv conclusion whether 
anything practical can be done to 
relieve the deadlock and allow the Act 
to work as smoothly as it should. We 
know that His Majesty’s Government 
have been seriously considering the ques 
tion, but unfortunately when Government 
serlously considers a question it does not 
always follow that they come to any 
particular solution of it. Of this I am 
certain, that the Act will not succeed as 
tought to succeed, will not fulfil the 
expectations and hopes of Parliament or 
of the peop'e of Ireland, unless its opera- 
tions can be expedited in dealing with the 
Uneconomic problem in Connaught and 
With the reinstatement of evicted tenants. 
Of course the Act will go on creaking and 
groaning in every joint, and the problem 
will, in course of time, be solved, but it 
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seems to me a lamentable thing, a most 
pitiable thing, that more than half of the 
value of a measure so enormously poten 
tial for geod should be lost simply for 
the lack of sufficient funds to finance 
the Act withdecent rapidity. | sincerely 
hope your Lordships, if not to-night, at 
any rate before this session is concluded, 
may hear that His Majesty’s Government 
have devised some means for remedying 
this state of things. 


*Lorp CLONBROCK: My Lords, I do 
not propose to follow my noble friend 
through the many points he has brought 
forward in his able and _ exhaustive 
speech, but there are one or two on 
which I should like to make a few re- 
marks, My noble friend took great 
exception to the regulatious that have 
been lately issued to the Estates Com- 
missioners, especially to regulation No 2 
dealing with properties where intimidation 
has existed. [| was suprised to hear his 
statement that the Commissioners would 
have difficulty in knowing whether or 
not there had been intimidation, and 
also at his saying thit he did no: 
understand what was meant by indi- 
re:-t intimidation. I really thought that 
the organise system of intimidation 
which has existed in a great many parts 
of Treland was a matter ot public notor- 
lety. It is certainly not confined to the 
province of Connaught. There are cer- 
tain districts inmy noble friend's own 
county where intimidation has been 
pretty strongly exercised for some time. 
He is apparently unaware of the extent 
of 1t. 

We know that my noble iriend’s mos‘ 
active mind has led him lately to soar 
upwards into a higher region of polities; 
but now that he has, so to speak, 
come down to earth again andis de- 
voting himself to an inquiry why the 
Purchase Act is not working as he would 
desire it, Ithink -he cught to recognise 
that one reason why it has not worked, 
especially in Connaught, 1s this system 
of intimidation. So far as these in- 
structions to the Estates Commissioners 
are concerned, they appear to me to 
be exceeding valuable. I ventured 
last summer to urge His Majesty's 
Governmeat to «adopt a somewhat 
analogous course, for I felt that if it 
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could be shown that intimidation did not 
pay and that the estates in connection 
with which there had been intimidation 
would be put at the bottom of the list, 
the result wou'd be to largely put a stop 
to intimidation, Intimidation takes 
various forms, and is so ingeniously 
contrived that it is not always the case 
that a criminal! prosecution can issue, 
even where the int:midation has been 
most efficient. The common course 
adopted—ai.d this is what I thnk is 
meant by indirect intimidation—is that 
of issuing orders from the United Trish 
League to every grass farmer in the 
district to surrender his farm by the Ist 
of May. That was gong on all through 
last spring, and many of those who refused 
to comply with the order were held up 
to public obioquy and boycotted. and 
people who worked for them were 
summoned before the court of the United 
Irish League—‘or this body, my Lords, 
holds regular courts—examined, and 
called upon to defend themselves for the 
crime of having worked for a man who 
had incurred the censure of the league. 


Your Lordships probably do not 
know to what extent boycotting can 
be carried, and what a powerful weapon 
it is. There is a small property not far 
from where I live, consisting of a 
small demesne in the hands of trustees 
and occupied bya steward witha certain 
number of small tenants round about. 
These tenants were anxious, not only to 
purchase the holdings, but they 
demanded that this little demesne should 
be divided amcng them. The trustees 
objected to this, and as a result there 
was a boycott and that was carried to 
such an extent that nobody would have 
any iutercourse with the steward or 
those who lived on the demesne; ard 
during an xcute fuel famine, although 
the people living around were given 
authority by the agent to collect timber 
on the demesne after the great storm of 
“ebruary last vear, which they could 
have had for nothing, they would not 
go in. They, therelore, suffered from 
the boycott which had been instituted 
on their behalf. 1 mention this to show 
how strictly the laws of the United Irish 
League are observed. 


G03 


Indirect intimidation takes the form of 


calling upon the graziers to surrender 


Lord Clonbrock. 
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their lands in the hope that, if thus leit 
derelict, they will be sold by the landlord 
and divided among the tenants. This, | 
take it, is what is meant by indirect inti- 
midation as opposed to direct intimidation 
exercised on the vendor. The fact that 
the Act has made slow progress in 
Galway is, T think, to be largely attri- 
buted to the intimidation that exists 
there. A landlord is approached by his 
tenants, who say they wish to purchase. 
He says to them, “I am prepared to sell 
your agricultural tenancies to you, and to 
divide any untenanted land in my pos- 
session among you; but I have other 
grass farms which are held from year to 
year and I am not prepared to dispossess 
those tenants as I think their interests 
ought also to be considered.” Then it 
not infrequently happens that some land 
of his which is held under the eleven, 
months system is given up by a tenant 
owing to threats from the United Irish 
League. The landlord then says, “I said 
I was prepared to sell the untenanted 
land to vou, but I did not mean land 
that had become untenanted owing to 
illegal pressure, and I refuse to go on 
with the negotiations.” The tenants, on 
the other hand, when they hear they 
are not to get the whole of the grazing 
land, say they will go on as they are. I 
think that is a reason why the Act is not 
progressing. The demands of the ten- 
ants are exorbitant from their belief 
that all the grass land in the country ts 
going to be divided_among them. 


I should like to say a word about the 
grass land. My noble friend talked 
about prime grass land which people 
thought ought to be devoted now to the 
fattening of stock. Undoubtedly the 
prime grass land is better adapted for 
this purpose than for tillage, and it 
would not be useful to the smaller 
people if divided among them; it is 
stiff deep land ard they would be 
unable to iill it with their imperfect 
method of farming. I know an instance, 
now many years ago, where a landlord 
divided a good farm of the kind and 


gave his tenants about twelve or 
fourteen acres apiece. In about thirty 
years they were all so absolutely 


broke that he not only had to let 
them off several years rent but, had 
to pay their passages to America. He 
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then relet the land to a grass farmer 
for nothing for a year in order to get it 
pick as far as possible to its original 
eondition, and it is now, as it was 
before, good bullock land. That is 
the case with regard to what I may call 
the prime pasture land in Connaught. 
But it is no doubt the case that 
there is a great quantity of second- 
class pasture land which would be very 
well adapted for the purpose. My late 
father divided a farm of that character 
among small people, and they have done 
very well on it. 


Another difficulty that my _ noble 
friend referred to was that of migration, 
and that is one of the most difficult 
things that has been attempted. It was 
tried some years ago by a company 
sarted by the late Mr. Parnell, and 
failed absolutely. First, the people 
will not move to a distance; they all 
remain where their fathers 
and grandfathers were before them; 
ind, 1f they do move, the people of 
the neighbourhood into which they go 
do not receive them by any means with 
open The Congested Districts 
Board purchased some time ago in the 
county of Galway a considerable extent of 
land, the idea being, it was said, to remove 
peopl: there from the congested part of 
county Roscommon; but it was said at 
the time that 1f Roscommon farmers 
were taken into Galway there would 
he severe fighting, and it has never 
bee, done. The Board, I believe. now 
hod it as a grass farm together with 
other land, and are indeed stated to be 
at this moment the largest graziers in 
Connaught. The questions raised by 
the noble Earl present great difficulty, 
but [I do not think that any part of 
the regulations to the Estates Commis- 
sioners wiil have the bad effect which 
he apprehends, while, taking them as a 
whole, I helieve them to be most useful. 
[ agree with the noble Karl that serip 
would not be acceptable to lan tlords in 
place of cash. 


desire to 


arms. 


*T'ue Earn or MAYO: My Lords, | 
am sure everyone in Ireland will be 
obliged to the noble Earl for having 
brought this matter forward in such a 
lucid speech, but there is one thing he 
omitted to mention, and itis that the 
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Estates Commissioners deserve the 
greatest credit for having been able todo 
as much as they have done considering 
the work entailed upon them and the 
little material they have had to work 
with. They have not been able to deal 
with labourers, with evict d tenants, or 
with untenanted land. Why? First of 
all they were put into offices where there 
was no room for them todo their work: 
then those offices were enlarged, and ncw 
they complain that they have not enough 
clerks. IL ask, my Lords, is that fair ? 
This is one of the greatest measu.es ever 
passed for the peace of Ireland, and yet 
we are hampered in a niggardly and 
miserable manner for want of proper office 
accommodation for our Estates Commus- 
sioners and lack of assistance in th> 
short staff of clerks, 


The Report discloses what they have 
done and only hints at the real trouble 
ly ng at the root of this difficulty, which 
is the want of money. That this is so is 
clearly seen from the Report of the 
congested estates section and the Report 
on the reSales of estates. The operation 
of the Act has been stopped because the 
Treasury do not choose to help its working. 
The noble Earl said it was not for him to 
suggest a remedy. Neither is it for me, 
my Lords; but there is one thing I may 
say at once, that no landlord would 
accept land stock at the price at which it 
now stands — namely, ninety-two— 
in place of cash. One of the 
great principles of the Act was 
that the landlords should be paid in 
cash, and if that offer has not been 
made, I venture to say the Act would 
never have passed at all. Coupled with 
that is also the bonus, which is another 
inducement. The noble Earl spoke of 
the interest not being collected by the 
Estates Commissioners. That, I must 
say, is a little fault connected with 
the Estates Commissioners. [ will tell 
your Lordships what happened m my 
cas’, I have no reason personally to 
complain, because my eState has been 
put to credit, the money invested, ‘and 
the matter closed. But they did jnot 
collect the interest in my case, and I 
wrote to say that if they did not do so 
I should have much pleasure in collecting 
it myself, because the tenants had offered 
to agree to this, In consequence of that 
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the interest was collected at once, and 
has been punctually paid. 


'The noble Earl then went into the 
question of the Land Purchase regula- 
tions. I agree with all he said on that 
matter, with this exception, that I cannot 
endorse his observations with regard to 
the question of intimidation. He knows, 
as well as I do, that intimidation enters 
into every aspect of our social life in 
Ireland, from the highest to the lowest ; 
and J strongly approve of the Estates 
Commissioners having the power to find 
out if there has been intimidation. If 
they are not to find that out, who is to 
do it? If we are to wait for Judges and 
juries to find it out the estates would 
never be sold at all. It is the werd that 
is passed in the market place, and the 
slight boycotting which stops everything 
in the details of a bargain, and which 
may have most evil effect. Therefore, 
with all due respect to my colleague in 
the Land Conference, | thick in this 
matter he is wrong, and that the Estates 
Commission: rs should have power to find 
out the presence of intimidation. T hope 
the House will understand that at the 
hottom of al] the trouble in connection 
with the working of the Land Act is the 
want of sufficient money to carry it out 
in a proper manner. Moreover, there is 
not sufficient staff in Dublin to do the 
work, and the accommodation which is 
provided for the staff which now exists is 
most inadequate. 


*Lorp ORANMORE axpn BROWNE: 
My Lords, I should like to make one or 
two remarks as to the reason why grass 
farms have n:t been sold under the Land 
Act in Connaught. I do not intend to 
follow the noble Earl into the question of 
ecoromic holdings; there is a great deal 
to be said against enlarging uneconomic 
holdings. But [I think the reasons why 
Jandilcrds do not sll grass lands are 
two—in the first place, hecause it is 
almost impossible to sell them direct to 
the tenant; in the second place, even if 
they were prepared to sell to the Com- 
missioners, We must remember that the 
first thing the Commissioners do is to find 
out what price the tenants are willing to 
give, and the tenants generally value the 
adjacent grass land at the same price 
as their holdings, forgetting that in the 
The Eurl of Mayo. 
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matter of grass lands there is a landlord’s 
interest as well as the tenant’s interest 
to consider. In addition to this the 
Land Commissioners have to consider 
the cost of dividing the lands, fencing, and 
making roads, and cons ‘quently the 
price offered to landlords is very much 
below the real value of the land as a 
present let. Landlords cannot obtain ; 
good price for the grass lands, with which 
they are not desirous of parting and | 
think this is the reason why thev are not 
being sold. 

My noble friend seemed to think that 
excessive powers were given to the 
Estates Commissioners under the new 
regulations. I confess I would rather 
pat my trust in the excessive powers of 
the Estates Commissioners than in th 
excessive powers which we have seen 
wielded by the local leaders of the United 
Trish League. A late learned and witt» 
member of your Lordships’ House de- 
scribed these gentlemen as the twoor three 
blackguards whom you tind in every 
Irish village and who call themselves the 
Irish people. T think that was a veri 
true des:ription. I hold that the grazing 
system has brought great prosperity to 
the parts of Ireland where it has been 
adopted, that it is the only industry which 
has ever suceeded there, and it is one for 
which the damp climate of the country 
makes it especia'ly suitable, During last 
winter when the Government of Ireland 
had passed gently into the hands of tha 
most distinguished and able Home Ruler 
the Under-Secretary, terrorism was ram- 
pant In many parts of the West. Since 
our present Chief Secretary has been in 
power a change has come over the spirit 
of the dream. The Under-Secretary 
has no longer the power which he had 
during the winter, and Iam glad to say 
that we now see a great improvement in 
the condition of Ireland. Peaceable 
citizens are able to carry out their 
daily avocations without fear of conse- 
quences, and I think all Unionists and law- 
abiding Irishmen owe a great debt of 
gratitude to the Chief Secretary for the 
attitude he has taken up with regard to 
intimidation generally and in these 
regulations, of which I was sorry to hear 
my noble friend complain. 


+ 


THE Ear, or ARRAN: I rise to sup- 
port what has been said by my noble 
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friend 
intimidation clauses. 
prised at the noble Earl’s view of the 
present intimidation in Ireland, because 


[ gathered from him that he is only con- , 


vinced that intimidation does exis* 
hecause a responsible Minister in Ireland 
has told him so. I venture to congratu- 
jate the noble Earl on living in an Irish 
paradise of the county ot Limerick, wheer 
the Leaguers cease from troubling and the 
landlords and graziers are at rest. Iam 
sorry to say that this happy state of 
affairs does not exist in the South and 
West of Ireland. 


The noble Earl says it is difficult to see 
how the Estates Commissioners can tell 
whether or not indirect intimidation 
exists, or how they are to convince them- 
~lves of its real existence. I would 
point out that there are many cases in 
which there is no difficulty whatever, and 
in such cases as that strong steps to 
prevent further intimidation would be of 
the greatest use. There is quite close to 
my own home a large grass farm which 
has been let for many Years on the eleven 
months system. It was forbidden 
recentivy that this farm should be taken 
by anybody under the eleven months 
system, and in consequence the owner, 
a lady. was unable to find a tenant. 
She was giver to understand that the 
only way in which she could get a value 
for this farm was by selling it to the Con- 
vested Districts Board. Two very 
courageous people, however, undertook 
to take the farm on the eleven months 
system, and resolutions have since been 
passed on the subject by various local 
hoards of guardians. In one resolution 
a board of guardians declared that they 
had heard with very great surprise and 
regret of the action of certain parties in 
taking this farm, and thus defeating the 
object of those who wished to see it pur- 
chased by the Congested Districts Board 
to enlarge the miserably small holdings 
of the tenants adjoining. That resolu- 
tion, or a similar resolution, has been 
passed by several boards of guardians in 
the locality, and I venture to say that 
very few people will be found sufficiently 
courageous to work for those who have 
taken the farm on the eleven months 
system, and, that those who have taken it 


Loed Cionbrock regarding the | 
I was a little sur- | 
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will not be likely, when the eleven months 
are over, to renew the tenancy. 

In such circumstances, I ihink the 
powers which have been given to the 
Estates Commissioners under the new 
regulations could be easily and justly 
applied, and I therefore veiiture to think 
that the regulations as they stand now 
are amongst the most useful and necessary 
regarding intimidation that His Majesty's 
Government have introduced into Ire 
land. The knowledge that intimidation 
is discouraged is of the greatest use, 
because this is not meant so much as 
punishment for the offender but as a 
warning to others, and if people in 
Ireland know that intimidation will be 
severely punished they will hesitate before 
they repeat it. I admit that the intimi- 
dation clauses are broadly worded, but 
in a country like Ireland, where intimida- 
tion has heen brought to such a fine art, 
it is absolutely necessary that the regu- 
lations should be broadly worded. I 
sincerely hope that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will tell us that they intend to 
proceed with these regulations regarding 
intimidation entirely unalt.red. 


*THx LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL axp PRESIDENT or tHE 
BOAR ) or EDUCATION (The Marquess 
of LonponpErry): My Lords, I feel 
sure I skal! not be contradicted when 1 
say that we have had a debate of a most 
interesting character, in the course of 
which we have been affcrded an oppor- 
tunity of hearing from representatives of 
various parts of Ireland their opinions 
with regard to the action of His Majesty’s 


Government in initiating those regula- 
tions which, after all, have been the 


main topic of debate this evening. The 
noble Earl who raised this question never 
addresses himself, either in your Lord- 
ships’ House or in the country, to ques- 
tions connected with Ireland wi:hout 
being listened to with the greatest respect, 
for he occupies a very prominent position 
in the South of Ireland and has devoted 
himself now for many years to watch- 
ing over the interests and the welfare of 
that part of the country with which he 
is so closely connected and in which he 
is so highly respected. Though there are 
points on which I differ most essentially 
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from my noble friend, still I yield to 
rone in my admiration of the way in 
which he has identified himself with move- 
ments which have for their object the 
peace and prosperity of Ireland. 


My noble friend rather deviated from 
the original notice he placed on the Paper, 
which was to call attention to the ad 
interim Report of the Estates Com- 
m ssioners under the Irish Land Act, 1908, 
and has devoted himself to criticism of 
the regulations that have been recently 
issued by the Lord-Lieutenant under the 
direction of my right hon. friend the 
Chief Secretary. The first attack, if I 
may use the expression with all deference, 
of my noble friend was with regard to 
regulation No. |. which insists that there 
shall be absolute equality of treatmert 
between all vendors. He challenged 
that and seemed, as far as I could gather, 
to wish that there should be some 
differentia‘ion made between the various 
class: s of vendors and vendeecs. I confess 
I am utterly at a loss to understand the 
argument put forward by my noble 
friend, I always understood that the 
sum of money allocated annually for the 
purpose of promoting the transfer of land 
was to be given on the principle of first 
come, first served; in other words, that 
those applicants who had, directly the 
Act was passed, taken advantage of it 
were to receive the benefit of their fore- 
sight. The idea that any vendor or class 
of vendors should be given any undue 
preference over any other vendor or class 
of vendors was absolutely contrary to the 
desires and wishes of His Majesty’s 
Government in passing the Act of 1903, 
and therefore an opportunity was taken 
by the Irish Executive to point out once 
and for all that there was to be no 
differentiation whatever, but that those 
who applied first would be the first when 
the money was paid out to derive benefit 
from the Act. 


The regulation most criticised by the 
noble Earl is the second, or “ intimida- 
tion” regulation. My noble friend, who 
spoke so eloquently on this subject, de- 
clared that it was not the duty of the 
Commissioners to find out who were 
guilty of intimidation; butI did not 
gather from him whether he meant to 
convey that, if intimidation was proved, 
those who were guilty of it were to be 
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placed on the same footing as law-abid- 
ing citizens. My noble friend seemed 
to consider that the regulation debarring 
those who were guilty of intimidation 


| from deriving the benefits under the Act 
| which would otherwise accrue to them 


was a new idea of my right hon. friend 
the Chief Secretary. Let me sav at once 
that this is not a new principle. As long 
ago 1898 the Congested Districts 
Board issued the following resolution— 


as 


* We do not, however, intend to permit our 
desire to assist one class to lead us to partici- 
pate in, or countenance, an injustice to an- 
other class. If the financial obstacles which at 
present stand in the way are removed in the 
manner suggested, we shall be prepared to 
purchase, at what appears to us to be fair 
value, any property or tenants’ interest that 
may be freely offered to us, or may be for sale 
in the Land Judge’s Court,'provided we can sec 
our way to utilise them economically for the 
purposes under consideration. But we hope it 
will te clearly understood that any attempt to 
bring undue or unfair pressure to | on 
landlords or tenants in order to induce them 
to sell their properties will only defeat its own 
object.” 


beer 


This was signed by the various members 
of the Congested Districts Poard, and 
amongst the names is that of the tem- 
porary member, Father (’Hara. I 
mention this to show my noble friend 
that this regulation is not a rew one. 
It has been the policy of His Majesty's 
Government all along, in permitting the 
transfer of land, to insist as far as they 
could on the transfer being carried out 
in an amicable spirit. Then, again, | 
would remind my noble friend that in 
1900 the late Chief Secretary. Mr. Wynd- 
ham, in a letter to Lord ¢ lonbrock 
wrote—— 

‘© You are quite right in believing that the 
Government have not the slightest intention 
of countenancing any form of intimidation 
practised for the purpose either of coercing 
persons to sell who are unwilling to do so, or of 
depreciating the value of property with a view 
to prospeetive sale.” 

My noble friend will probably ask, why 
is this intimidation clause inserted in 
the regulations ? If he will tell me there 
isnO intimidation whatever I shall be 
very glad to argue the question with 
him; but I think I shall be able to show 
that there has been such intimidation 
that it was the bounden duty of His 
Majesty’s Government to give this in- 
struction. My noble friend behind me, 
Lord Clonbrock, has given a practical 
illustration of what is taking place in the 
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county of Galway, of which he is lieu- 
tenant, and the Earl of Arran has told 
your Lordships his experience in the 
county of Mayo. Ido not think. there- 
fore, that my noble friend can say that 
this regulation Was unnecessary or un- 
euled for. 


As far as I could gather trom the re- 
marks that have been made, there seems 


to be some doubt as to what is 
intimidation and how it is t») be 
brought home. Intimidation is 


defined in the Act of 1887 as— 

“Any words or acts intended or calculated 
to put any person in fear of any injury or 
danger to himself, or to any member of his 
family, or to any person in his employment, 
or any fear of injury to or loss of his property, 
jusiness, or employment.” 

I will quote to your Lordships a 
letter, written by the Uaited Irish 
Leazue, which, to mv mind, proves 
heyond all doubt that it was the duty 
of His Majestv’s Government to guard 
against Intimidation. It is a letter 
written by a secretary of the United 
Trish League to the Estates Commis- 
sioners, in Which he savs— 

“We, the members of the above branch of 
the United Irish League, beg to request the 
Estates Commissioners to fully ascertain and 
nvestigite into all the cirenmstances before 
uny agreements are entered into as between 
Lord -—— and his tenants; and we hereby 
warn you to be prepared to accept the respon- 
sibility of any unpleasantness that may arise 
should any portion of the outside lands be 
scheduled as demesne land.” 


I do not know whether my noble friend 
considers that intimidation. : 


Tur Eart or DUNRAVEN: I never 
doubted for a moment that there was 
intimidation; nor did I use any argu- 
ment against dealing with intimidation. 
My argument was that the Estates 
Commissioners were not the proper 
persons to deal with it. “fg 

*T' aE MARQUEss or LONDONDERRY: 
As the noble Earl says he does not 
think the Estates Commissioners are the 
people to deal with it, I would ask 
who are to decide what is intimidation 2 
I have here a number of resolutions, 
which I do not think I need read to your 
Lordships, that have been passed by 
branches of the United Trish League, 


(14 Jury 1995} 


| ing! ch rracter. 
| propose that th’s Act, which was carried 


Land Act. Tit 


Does the noble Earl 
through both Houses of Parliament in 
orler to afford a satisfactory and 
amicable settlement of this question, 
should be made void owing to in- 
timidatory notices? I do not suppose 
there is anyone in your Lordships* 
House who has advocated more con- 
sistently than I have the transfer of 
land from owner to oc:upier on terms 
amicable to both as a solutioa of the 
Irish problem, and I say that if that 
process is to be carried out in an 
amicable spirit it must be safeguarded 
agwinst intimidation. I[ hold that it 
was the bounden duty of the Chief 
Secretary and of the Lord-Lieutenant 
to insist upon regulations such as these 
being passed in order to prevent the 
intimidation which they believe is tak- 
ing place. 


Now I pass to the third regulation, 
which was dealt with at considerable 
length by my noble friend. It is the 
regulation which deals with the ques- 
tion of reinstating evicted tenants in 
their holdings. My noble friend does 
not recognise the difficult position in 
which these dupes of the Plan of 
Campaign are placed. What my noble 
friend seems to think is that an evicted 
tenant can be reinstated at a moment’s 
notice. That is an absolute impossi- 
bility. The Act points out that the 
question of the reinstatement of an 
evicted tenant can only be considered by 
the Land Commissioners when that 
estate as a whole comes before them; 
consequently to contend that the evicted 
tenants have not been fairly dealt with 
is to state an argument that cannot hold 
water, Even if the landlords desire that 
the evi:ted tenants should be reinstated, 
there are no holdings for them to go 
back to. These farms have been taken 
by others in the meantime. As my 
noble friend Lord Clonbrock has stated, 
the evicted tenants desire to remain in 


the county in which they lived before 


eviction, and they would not wish to be 
taken from, say, Galway to Wexford: 
they wish to live where they were born 
and bred. But, as I have said, there 
are no holdings for them to go back to, 


: : Toat is a matter which I thnk my 
which I consider are of a most intimidat- | noble friend oaght to consider before he 
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talks so glibly about the reinstatement of 
the evicted tenants. 


My noble friend went on to speak of 
the necessity of enlarging the various 
holdings, and seemed to think that if 
they were enlarged it would be possible 
to reinstate the evicted tenants in some 
of these holdings. I speak subject to 
correction, but I am informed that the 
amount of absolutely untenanted land in 
Treland in districts where the men would 
care to be reinstated is very small. Then, 
again, if you are to get this land in 
order to reinstate the evicted tenants 
vou must make it worth while for the 
tenants in possession to go out. 
only alternative is to migrate to some 
other part of the country or to go abroad, 
but they are not going to be such fools 
as to give up their farms without receiv- 
ing ample compensation for their tenant 
rights. Again. who is going to pay 
that compensation in order to replace 
an evicted tenant, who, through his own 
shortcomings, is not still in possession 
of the farm. The action of the land- 


owners hus not been todeal harshly with | 


these people. Their action has been, as 
far as lay in their power, to ass‘st in the 
reinstatement of tenants where they 
thought it advisable. We are told they 
have not done this. My answer is to 
refer noble Lords to the ad interim Re- 
port of the Estates Commissioners, in 
which they say— 

“In those instances where the Commissioners 
have reywred the owners to sell to them un- 
tenanted land other than demesne land in their 
occupation for the enlargement of uneconomic 
holdings the owners have invariably complied 
with their request.” 

When my noble friend says the Act has 
failed because it has not reinstated the 
evicted tenants, I should like him to tell 
me definitely how he would propose to 
reinstate these people after the arguments 
I have put forward. 


There is cne other point to which I 
must allude. It is said that however 
well the Act may have worked in other 
parts of Ireland, it has not heen working 
well in Con: aught. I quite agree that 
my noble friend was justified in drawing 
this deduction from the fact that the 
amount advanced for the purchase of 
land in Connaught was censiderably less 
than that for the other provinces. But 
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there are two reasons for that. One of 
the reasons has been alluded to by m 
noble friend behind me—I refer to the 
intimidation that has existed in the 
province of Connaught with regard to 
the great grazing lands. Sut the second 
and principal reason why the sane 
amount of money has not been tzken 
up in Connaught as in the other pro- 
vinces is that already a great quantity 
of Jand has changed hands. The con- 
clusions sought to be deduced from the 
Estates Commissioners’ Report are to a 
certain extent defective. It isoverlooked 
that the Congested Districts Board has 
also been operating in Connaught. That 
Board, between the years 1896 and 1903, 
bought estates of the value of £582,000. 
and under the Act of 1903 they have 
agreed to buy estates of the value of 
£884,940. Moreover, a great many of 
/the estates in Connaught have been sold 
/in recent years under Section 40 of the 
Act of 1896 and otherwise. 





Each noble Lord who has taken part 
in this debate has justly laid stress op 
| the fact that there is a considerable 
block in the progress of the working of 
the Act of 1903, and this has been 
clearly attributed to want of funds. I 
cannot, however, allow that the Act has 
been a failure; nor can I allow that the 
action of the staft is in any way desery- 
ing of censure. On the other hand, | 
| consider the staff worthy of the highest 
| praise. For many years past you have 
‘had land sold under the various Acts, 
_ but never has so much land passed from 
owner to occupier as during the time that 
this Act has been in force. It has been 
the ardent desire of the Irish Execu- 
tive to facilitate that transfer so far as 
their power allowed them, and it must 
be remembered that they are restricted 
to a certain amount of money annually. 
‘They have never hesitated, when it was 
necessary, to augment the staff requisite 
for the administration of the Act. 


Undoubtedly the main cause of the 
block is connected with the question of 
/money. When the Act was introduced the 
late Chief Secretary for Ireland and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer pledged 
themselves that for the first three years 
they would not demand more than 
£5,0C0,000 a year to ke advanced to 
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Ireland for the purchase of land. I 
believe that my right hon. friend the late 
Chief Secretary stated that after three 
years he hoped to mend the pace. ‘That 
was his expression, and I have no doubt 
that after the lapse of three years it may 
be possible for that to be done; but I 
cannot make any pledge or promise in 
the matter. My noble friend Lord Dun- 
raven stated that he knew His Majesty’s 
Government realised the difficulties and 
the block which at the present moment 
are doing injury both to owners who have 
agtecd to sell and to tenants who have 
agreed to buy. I am here merely to 
explain the position, and I can inform 
noble Lords that the Government are 
considering the question from every point 
of view, and realiss as much as anyone 
of your Lordships the difficulties and 
hardships under which both owners and 
occupiers of land who desire to come to 
an agreement are suffering at the present 
moment. The Chief Secretary is con- 
sidering how this matter can be met, and 
I understand that early next week my 
tight hon. friend proposes to make a 
statement in the House of Commons on 
the subject. 


*Tuen Ear or WESTMEATH: My 
Lords. | shall not detain the House for 
more than a few minutes. I sincerely 
congratulate my noble friend Lord Dun- 
riven on the excellent speech he made, 
aid on the very different tore he adopted 
irom that which he displayed on the last 
occasion that he addressed your Lordships 
on Irish matters. It is a very good 
sign, 1 think, of the improved condi- 
tion of the country under its new 
Administration that the noble Earl 
should take such a tone, and with the 
exception of his remarks upon regula- 
tion No. 2, T think he said very little 
with which we cannot all agree. In 
fact, if his mental development continues 
to progress, I see no reason why he 
should not in time become a useful and 
valued member of the Landowners’ Con- 
vention. My reason for rising to-night is 
to express my disappointment that the 
noble Marquess who has replied on behalf 
of His Majesty’s Government has not been 
able to give us any encouragement with 
tegard to the money question, which is 
really at the bottom of the whole 
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difficulty. Intimidation and other ques- 
tions are all sufficiently serious, but at 
the bottom of the whole difficulty is 
this question of cash. If a landlord sells, 
he only gets 3} per cent. interest on 
the purchase money, minus the bonus, 
and it is by no means certain that he 
always gets that. In the meantime, he 
may be paying, as I am paying, interest 
on heavy mortages at 5 or 4} per cent. 
If that is to go on indefinitely, the posi- 
tion will be absolute ruination. 


The noble Marquess laid stress on the 
fact that an arrangement was made 
that only so much money was to be 
raised during the three years. That was 
made under a total misapprehension. 
The people responsible for the Bill did 
not think it would work in the way it 
has worked. I most sincerely thnk 
that it is the bounden duty of His 
Majesty’s Government to help us in 
this matter, even if it has to be done 
at a loss. We have been placed in this 
difficulty through no fault of our own. 
Tbe Government have got us into it 
and they must get us out of it. The 
noble Ear! alluded to taking payment 
in stock instead of cash. The great 
inducement in the passing of the Land 
Act was that we should get actual 
payment in gold instead of land stock. 
I do not know whether any such 
scheme as that to which the noble 
Karl referred is in contemplation by 
the Government, but I think I can 
assure them that nothing will induce us 
to accept depreciated land stock in pay- 
ment after the promises we have received. 
How could we possibly afford to do so ? 
[ speak strongly lest the Government, 
finding themselves in a difficulty, m ght 
possibly hit upon some such method as 
this and try to bring pressure upon us to 
accept it. I can say that nothing will 
induce us to do so, and we shall not 
submit tamely to such treatment as that. 
We were promised payment in cash, and 
we ought to get it. Hit is true that the 
Chief Secretary is going to make a state- 
ment on this subject next week, I hope 
that he will realise that these are the 
views, so far as I have been able to 
gather them, of those who are entitled 
to speak as representatives of the Irish 
landlords. 


2D 
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CONVOCATIONS OF THE CLERGY BILL. 
[H.L.]. 


[Second READING] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*Toe LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY : My Lords, I shall not 
detain your Lordships long by what I 
have to say about this very simple Bill. 
The matter is not new to your Lordships, 
and the provisions of the Bill are so 
obvious as not to call for very much 
explanation. The Bill has two quite 
simple and innocent purposes. It has 
been stated outside that this Bill is an 


instance of ecclesiastical assumption 
and arrogance, and an attempt to 


give new powers to the clergy as con- 
trasted with the laity. The answer to 
that is perfectly obvious—read the Bill. 
It does not attempt to do anything of 
the kind. It gives no powers of practical 
action which Convocation does not 
now possess. What it does do is to 
give Convocation power to remove 
two obstacles which stand in the way of 


its doing its own internal work effectively. , 


As regards the demand for the Bill, I 
may state that all circles of Churchmen 
who have made their voice heard on any 
of these matters have been, as far as I 
know, almost unanimous on the subject. 
The Houses of Laymen, bodies carefully 
chosen of representative laymen, as 
well as Diocesan Conferences lay and 
clerical, have with practical unanimity 
asked for it, and there is, as far as I 
know, no difference of opinion on the 
subject among men who take an interest 
in these matters, 


The Bill inits present form has already 
passed through this House. Four years 
ago it was introduced by my predecessor, 
Archbishop Temple, and the then Prime 
Minister, Lord Salisbury, in advocating 
its Second Reading, said it might require 
further consideration at a later stage. It 
was accordingly considered most care- 
fully, and was discussed clause by clause 
in Standing Committee, as may be seen 
by the verbal Amendment it received, 
and it subsequently passed throvgh 
all its stages in your Lordships’ House 
without difficulty. Convocation, whether 


we admire it or not, is an ancient factor 
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in English constitutional life. It has 
grown in usefulness during the last few 
years, partly for the reason that it 
has systematically devoted itself to the 
particular work which is its Own special 
province, but its constitution is a little 
cumbrous and unsuited to present circum- 
stances. In the first place, the Southern 
Convocation, the Convocation of Canter- 
bury, is less representative than we would 
like it to be of the parochial clergy. We 
desire that there should be fewer ez officio 
members and more elected members; 
indeed, that as it is nominally a repre- 
sentative body it should be a little more 
thoroughly representative than it is at 
present. The Northern Convocation, 
perhaps, requires very little reform in ths 
respect, but the Southern Convocation. st ll 
working on its ancient constitution, seems 
to require a good deal, At the present 
moment some lawyers are of opinion 
that there is uncertainty and possibly 
some technical legal difficulty about 
the Convocations — sitting together 
to discuss matters in common. 
When the or‘ginal system for the con- 
stitution of the Church of Eng!/and, with 
its Convocations in York and in London, 
took shape, it was a matter of many days 
journey to pass from York to London, or 
from London to York. We now take a 
shorter number of hours than we then 
took days for the journey, and it is 
exceedingly desirable that occasionally 
these bodies should be able to sit officially 
together in order to discuss matters of 
clerical or ecclesiastical importance, 
That is practically all that the Bill sets 
itself to do. Tet me make it perfectly 
clear that it does not claim for Convoca- 
tion any power of action which Convoca- 
tion does not possess now ; no single power 
of any kind that it has not got to-day; 
and even for the process of the reforms I 
have mentioned in its own internal 
organisation the Bill ensures the most ab- 
solute recognition of the Royal supremacy 
inthe matter, All that we ask in this Bill 
is that the House should declare that in 
case any doubt arises on the subject 
there should be power for the Convoca- 
tions—with the Royal Assent to start 
with, and the Royal Assent to end with, 
and with all the steps carefully guacded— 
to take such measures as are necessary to 
make its own internal organisat:on more 
workable. There are those in England 
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who try to hamper the National Church 
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inany reform of its system, because they | 
dislike everything which promotes its | 


efficiency. But that is not the kind of 


opposition which we have learned to look | 


forin your Lordships’ House. I can hardly 
suppose, therefore, that in this place 
anyone Will take exception to a measure 
s) moderate in its scope and so urgently 
demanded by those outside who have to 
deal with ecclesiastical affairs, and I 
would again remind the House that the 
Bill exactly as it now stands has already 
been agreed to by your Lordships. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.” 
—(The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


Earn SPENCER: I waited before 
tising to see whether the noble and 


learned Earl on the Woolsack would say 
anything on this Bill. Tam afraid I can- 
not agree with the description of the 
Bill which was given by the most rev. 
Primate, though it may be the fact that 
the Bill is a very simple one brought in 
for a perfectly innocent purpose. It is 
quite true that the Bill passed through 
your Lordships’ House some years ago, 
but there was hardly any debate upon it. 
There was, [ believe, a slight alteration 
made in the Bill after it was introduced, 
but I think we may take it that this Bill 
and the other one are identical. 


*Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP — or 
CANTERBURY : It was merely a verbal 
alteration, and was made in the House 
itself, 


EarL SPENCER: I quite agree ; it 
did not alter the Billin any sense. The 
Prime Minister of the day, Lord Salis- 
bury, spoke on the Second Reading, stat- 
ing that he thought it a harmless measure, 
and that, if there were any objections to 
it, it could be amended in Committee. 
tis quite true that that Bill eventually 
passed your Lordships’ House, I have 
examined the Bill now before us, and I 
maintain that it is a very serious consti- 
tutional innovation. 
Convocation which is strictly clerical may 
impose the law on the laity of the Church. 


Tae LORD ARCHBISHOP 
CANTERBURY: No. 


OF 
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Kart SPENCER: Well, that is an 


interpretation which has been put upon 
it by a legal friend of mine. 


THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY: Will the noble Karl 
show me where the Bill does that ? 


Eart SPENCER: It enables you tode- 
clare a new constitution, and the election 
ot members to Convocation is to be 
regulated by Convocation itself. That 
imposes a new law on Convocation which 
indirectly affects the laity. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
of Hatssury) : It is clear that the canons 
of Convocation would not bind the laity. 


Kart SPENCER: But they have an 
important bearing on matters connected 
with the Church, and they, therefore, 
indirectly affect the laity. Another very 
serious matter is the proposal that if the 
King in Council approves a resolution of 
Convocation, then it should be as binding 
as an Act of Parliament. <A material 
change in the law might thus be made 
without Parliament being consulted, 
There are a great many people in this 
country who hold strongly that if there 
is to be a mater.al alteration in the con- 
stitution of Convocation, that alteration 
should have the sanction and be directed 
by Parliament and not by Convocation 
itself. This is not such a very simple 
matter as the most rev. Primate thinks. 
It has been asserted that on occasions 
when the two Convocations have met 


together they have discussed very im- 


portant matters, and on one occasion 
they came to the conclusion that there 
should be a complete reform of the law 
regulating ecclesiast'cal matters. There 
was one resolution passed, with only one 
dissentient, in which the opinion was ex- 
pressed that the present tribunal which 
settles all the higher points of 


ecclesiastical law—namely, the Privy 


'very feebly represented. 


Council with Bishops added—should be 
altered, and that a Court should be 


iS CONSIL- | constituted consisting of the Bishops of 
Under this Bill a | 


the land in which the lay element was 
I cannot help 


thinking that this Bill looks like a step 
in the direction of making very serious 
changes in the law and giving Convoca- 


| 
| 


tion greater power as against the laity. 
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I feel strongly upon this matter, and T| 


could not allow the Second Reading of | 


the Bill to go through without raising | 


this protest; and I am not at all sure 
that I shall not feel it necessary to divide 
against it. 


Lorp COLERIDGE: My Lords, it 
seems to me that there are grave objec- 
tions to this Bill, It is not a very slight 
Bill, as the most rev. Primate described 
it. It is necessary to pass this Bill 
because otherwise Convocation cannot, 
owing to the statute of Henry VIIL., alter 


its constitution; and, therefore, this Bill | 


permits Convocation to do what is now 
contrary to the statute and custom law 
of the country. It may not be in this 
particular instance that any very large 
development of fresh powers is intended ; | 


but the principle is here and it is a prin- | 


ciple which is capable of very formidable 
extension. We have had, of late years, 
too much legislation by Rules, Regu! a- 


tions, Orders in Council, and the like, and | 


there is nothing, if this Bill becomes law, 
to stand between the passing of a new 
constitution which Convocation may 


frame for itself without any examination | 


onthe part of Parliament, nothing except 


the dissent of the Minister of the day. | 


If the Minister of the day chooses to give 
his assent to the scheme, or to the power 


which is exercised under this Bill, then it | 
becomes law without any investigation by, | 
or authority of, Parliament. It may be that | 
it isnot a very important matter whether | 
the Convocations of York and Canter- | 


bury meet together or not. 
very large would turn upon that. No 
one would desire to prevent the Convoca- 
tions meeting together as, and when, 
they please, but the objection that I 


take to this Bill is that it introduces | 
new principle which is | 


an absolutely 
capable of far wider application. 
most rev. Primate said the laity were 
not affected. That is partly true, but 
it is not wholly true. Let me give the 
most rev. Primate an instance. Convo- 
cation may, according to this Bill, 
reorganise itself, and in its newly 


The 


reorganised state it can do things that | 


It can, for | 
. - | 
instance, dictate to the clergy at what | 


certainly affect the laity. 


hours they shall marry the laity. 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 


Nothing | 
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Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP op 
|CANTERBURY : No, no. 


4 Lorp COLERIDGE: The most rev. 
Primate may be accurate, but I do not 
‘think so. They could alter, so far as 
the clergy were concerned, the hours 
‘at which they could perform the 
matrimonial rite. At any’ rate, in 
whatever form they sit, their actions 
must have a bearing upon the laity. It 
may be that in many cases they may 
have very little bearing, but I can 
‘conceive cases in which they would 
have a great bearing; and_ therefore, 
we have in this Bill an attempt to 
‘enable Convocation to override the 
istatute law of the country and _ re- 
| constitute itself in a manner which has 


hitherto been impossible and which 
/may vitilly affect the laity. As I 
strongly object to the principle of the 


Bill, I hope the noble Karl will persist 
in his intention to divide against it. 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, if I had 
the fears entertained by my _ noble 
friend the Leader of the Opposition 
| 1 should certainly be inclined to vote 
with him against the Bill, but it appears 
| to me that the objections to the measure 
have been greatly exaggerated. I do not 
think it will have any of the fearful 
'eflects which the noble Earl appears to 
The Bill, so far as it goes, is 
‘in my humble opinion a good Bill. Iam 
no great admirer of Convocatioi as it 1s, 
and if this Bill does anything it certainly 
will improve it. In the firs: place, it 
will give a better representation to the 
| parochial clergy, which is very mucli to 
'be desired; and, inthe second place, 
| Convocations will be allowed to meet to- 
gether. I think it would be a good thing 
if, instead of talking miles apart, they 
were to meet together and discuss things 
‘in a practical way. The only direction in 

which the statute law can for one single 
‘moment be said to be over-ridden is 
_that they may obtain leave by Order in 
Council that the two Convocations should 
‘meet together, and that is such a good 
thing that I shall support the Bill. 


| imagine. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I can assure the most rey. Primate 
that Iam not one of those who desire in 
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of the Church. 


country, and anything I can do to 
strengthen it in its action for good I am 
only too willing to do. I am SOrry, 
therefore, to have to c iticise the Bill the 
Second Reading of which has been moved 
to-day by th> most rev. Primate. I have 
the utmost confidence in his broad view 
in respect of Church matters, and I 
am sure the interests of the Church 
and of the people are safe in 
his hands; but JI have’ one or 
two objections to this Bill. I think 
the noble and learned Lord opposite, 
Lord Coleridge, rather overstated the 
effect of the Bill. I donot think for one 
moment that any canon passed by Con- 
vocation under the Bill could alter any- 
thing approaching the doctrine of the 
Church. I understand that the Bill is 
contined simply to giving power to Con- 
vocation itself to effect alterations in its 
constitution and in the mode of election 
of its members, but. even with that 
moderate reading of the Bill, I take ex- 
ception to it on broad principle. I 
believe there was no result of the Refor- 
mation so great as that which placed the 
Church im this country under the control 
of Parliament; and anything that is 
done to weaken the power of Parliament 
in controlling the Church will, in my 
opinion, be injurious to the Church itself, 
and lessen the support of the people of 
this country. We should not cast doubt 
upon the power of Parliament in any 
way, or lessen the power of Parliament 
in dealing with the Church. 


May I venture to suggest to the most 
tev. Primate that, if there is this evil 
existing in the constitution of Convoca- 
tion, the representatives of Convoca- 
tion should come to Parliament and ask 
for a remedy to be made, There would, 
I am sure, be no hostility. I believe 
there would be no attempt to hamper 
the passing of such a Bill, but, on the 
other hand, there would be a strong de- 
sire to enable full reform: to be carried out 
where necessary. In such a case Parlia- 
ment would be on its honour to do its duty, 
and would not refuse to grant the reform 
needed. I read this Bill in this way, that 
if it were passed and Convocation, ever 
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the slightest degree to hamper the action | 
I believe our Church as | 
a State Church is a great blessing to this | 


so foolishly, went wild in its views of 
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sacerdotalism and carriel a measure 
which the country as a whole thought 
a great evil, the power of Parliament to 
remedy that would have been taken 
away. Whilst this is a very small 
measure as it is now drawn up, it raises 
the question which shall be supreme, 
the Church within itself or Parliament 
outside the Church. 


Convocation cannot act independently. 
There is, of course, the check of the 
King in Council; but what does that 
mean? It means simply the Minister 
of the day. At any rate, it is putting 
individual responsibility in place of the 
responsibility of Parliament, and I 
confess, without endeavouring to make 
too much of this Bill, I cannot help 
feeling that the importance of the 
measure has been much under-rated. 
There is this practical question, What 
course are your Lordships to take? I 
could not myself give support to th's 
Bill, but I would deprecate any division 
on the Second Reading. I would, there- 
fore, suggest to the noble Earl the 
Leader of the Opposition, sharing with 
him the view he entertains. whether 
it would not be more fair, no 
notice having been given to the most 
rev. Primate that a division would be 
taken, that the Rill should be read a 
second time, and the further criticism 
reserved till another stage. 


Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
My Lords, this is a Bill which does 
involve an important principle, and I 
shou!d like to ask the most rev. Primate 
for a further explanation of the phrase- 
ology of Clause 2, which is by no means 
clear. It may be that in each case the 
two Convocations would have to 
apply to the Crown for permission 
to meet together, but it seems to 
me that tkey might once for all 
ask leave to meet together whenever 
they pleased, and that that power, once 
granted, might be a continuing power to 
Convocations to combine whenever they 
liked. Is that intended ? 


THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: It has that intention. 


Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: It 
is not intended that they should apply 
from time to time ? 
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Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP, or CAN- 
TERBURY : No. 


LorpDSTANLEY or ALDERLEY: Con- 
vecations are little mor: than ecclesias- 
tical debating societies, and this Bill 
would give them power only to make 
canons as to their mode of election and 
representation. It would not give them 
any power to make general canons. But 
so long as you have an Established 
Church in England it is essential for the 
continuance of that Church that the 
power of the Crown and of Parliament 
should be effective. If you turn this 
ecclesiastical assembly into a body in 
which the democratic and ecclesiastical 
and sacerdotal elements are brought into 
greater contrast and possible conflict, the 
strain between the Church and the State 
isin danger of being very much accen- 
tuated. As I understand it, the idea is 
to have a synod of the National Church, 
a meeting of the whole Church, and not 
in provinces. If youdo get leave from 
time to time to meet in what may be 
called by ecclesiastical organisations a 
synod of the Church, and if that synod 
does pass violent and extreme resolutions, 
we shall be told that they represent the 
living voice of the spiritual Church and 
must be taken as guidance to the faithful 
although they have not the force of 
canons, and ecclesiastical intimidation 
will be brought to bear against recalci- 
trant clergy. I have all along been an 
advocate of the separation of Church 
from Staite, and anything which 
accentuates the strain will to my mind 
quicken that result; but so long as we 
have an Established Church it is impor- 
tant that the absolute supremacy of the 
Crown, that is, of Parliament, should be 
maintained. 


Tae LORD BISHOP or ST. ALBANS: 
My Lords, I acknowledge the very 
conciliatory language used in connection 
with this Bill by my noble and learned 
friend Lord James of Hereford. I 
noticed with pleasure one statement he 
made, that if hereafter it should be 
necessary to appeal to Parliament for 
specific powers to reform Convocation, 
that application would be considered in 
no hostile spirit. I hope it will not be 
necessary to appeal for such specific 
powers. If I am rightly advised, it is 


{LORDS} 
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questionable whether it is not possible 
for the Sovereign himself to give these 
powers to Convocation without the neces. 
sity of our coming to Parliament at all for 
the purpose. But it seems to me that 
the most rev. Primate, by the course 
which he has adopted, has desired to 
take Parliament completely into his con- 
fidence in this work of reforming the 
constitution of Convocation, and not to 
have recourse simply to the powers of 
the Throne alone, 


Your Lordships may have been im- 
pressed with the arguments from the 
other side of the House that. this 
is a Bill for considerably _ increas- 
ing the powers of the clergy. On the 
contrary, it is a Bill which has been 
earnestly desired by the laity, and it 
is more from the point of view of the 
laity than that of the clergy that I desire 
to ask Your Lordships to support it 
to-day. It has been impossible in this 
House hitherto to refer to what the laity 
have already done by way of representa. 
tion, but every effort has been made to 
bring the Houses of Laymen of the 
provinces of Canterbury and York into 
connection with the Convocations, so 
that the clergy and representatives of 
the laity may debate what is good for 
the Church. In the course of these 
discussions it has become clear that the 
Houses of Laymen are not yet adequately 
representative of the laity, and at the 
present moment a scheme is being carried 
through those Houses for the purpose of 
making them thoroughly representative. 
Sut the laymen turn to us, the clergy, 
and say, “If we are permitted to make 
our House more thoroughly representative 
of the laity, we ask you to see that your 
House of Convocation is made more 
thoroughly representative of the clergy.” 
This is a reasonable demand. It is 
surely for the advantage of Parliament 
and the country that there should be 
a thoroughly representative body by 
which the mind of the Church can be 
authoritatively ascertained on any ques- 
tion. So far as the laity is concerned, no 
Parliamentary power is required. It is 
possible for the Houses of Laymen to be 
reformed in such a manner as I trust 
will make them thoroughly _ repre- 


sentative of the laity of the Church of 
England without Parliamentary power, 
but it is not apparently possible for 
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the Lower Houses of Convocation to | 


be reformed without some kind of 
statutory recognition. It may be possible, 
but it is a legal point, and it is on the 
assumption that perhaps it is necessary 
to obtain some Parliamentary recognition 
that the most rev. Primate has introduced 
this Bill. If it is the case, therefore, that 
it is the laity who are really pressing 


for this reform, and not merely the clergy, | 


then I venture to say it would not be a 


graceful act towards the laity to deny | 


to them what they in such large numbers 
are asking. 


I myself, before I became a Bishop, 


was a Proctor of Convocation; I repre- | 
When I) 
became Bishop of Newcastle I found there | 
were only 175incumbents in that diocese, | 
but they had four representatives, whilst I | 
was the sole representative of 400 incum- | 


sented about 400 incumbents. 


bents in the South. This is only a 


specimen of the anomalies which exist at | 
the present time, and I venture to think | 


it is not for the advantage of the Church 


that the anomalies should be allowed to | 


continue. It is for the Church’s advan- 
tage that there should be thoroughly 
efficient representation. This Bill confers 
no new powers whatever on Convocation. 


It is simply a Bill for the recognition of 
the right to reform Convocation and to | 


permit the two Convocations to sit and 
confer together. Ido pot find one line 
in the Bill which confers fresh powers. 
The noble and learned Lord opposite 
spoke of the possibility of the clergy in 
Convocation altering the hours of 
marriage, The noble Lord must surely 
have forgotten that a special statute was 
needed to extend the legal hours of mar- 
riage from 12 to 3, and this is hardly 
consistent with the noble and learned 
Lord’s contention that Convocation can 
fix the hours for marriage. The hours of 
marriage have been fixed by Parliament, 
and it seems to me that the view taken 
by the noble and learned Lord is alto- 
gether exaggerated. While there are 
points in the Bill which may require at- 
tention in Committee, I cannot but hope 
that your Lordships will give it a Second 
Reading, 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
surely the appeal of the right rev. 


Primate is the best possible proof that 
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further powers are being asked for in 
this Bill, because if there were no further 
|powers asked for there would be no 
necessity for the passing of the Bill. I 
think the right rev. Prelate abundantly 
proved that Convocation required fresh 
powers in order to enable them to do 
certain things. Convocation apparently 
desires to pass for itself a sort of Redistri- 
bution Billi in order that there may be 
better representation upon it. I think 
this is a very natural and a very desir- 
able object; but the point we wish to 
/ make On this side of the House is that this 
/is not a thing which should be given to 
‘Convocation to do, It would be an 
abrogation of the powers of Parliament. 
Parliament should itself exercise the 
powers demanded, and should take into 
its own hands the regulations and rules 
under which this redistribution should be 
made. It isnot a question whether the 
powers are desirable or not. Most of us 
would agree that they are desirable; but 
we think they are powers which should 
_be reserved to Parliament and should not 
be handed over to Convocation. I under- 
stand that the most rev. Primate did 
not expect a division to be taken, but 
on a Bill of this character I do not think 
notice of intention to divide the House 
should be expected. Ido not think we 
should be doing anything unreasonable or 
‘unfair if we divide, and as we on this 
‘side of the House do feel somewhat 
| strongly with regard to the Bill we shall 
_ be obliged to take a division upon it. 


| 

| *Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, I 
| should like to know whether my noble 
| friend who has just sat down is aware of 
the fact that the existing constitution of 
Convocation is in no way due to Parlia- 
ment. I speak under correction in the 
presence of so many noble and learned 
Lords, but I speak with absolute confi- 
dence when I say that I believe no single 
enactment can be found in the Statute- 
book by which Parliament attempts to 
regulate the constitutional powers of 
action of Convocation. The two bodies 
are, and alwavs have been, entirely 
separate and independent. But my 
object in rising was to appeal to the House 
to regard the question primarily from the 
practical point of view, although, of 
course, theoretical considerations cannot 
be altogether omitted. We have here an 


| 
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admitted practical defect which this 
measure seeks to remedy. That evil is 
that the dignified clergy are over-repre- 
sented in Convecation—that the bene- 
ficed clergy are inadequately repre- 
sented—and that the unbeneficed clergy 
are not represented at all. That is a 
practical evil, How do you propose to 
remedy it ¢ 


Admitting the evil and the desirability 
of remedying it, what isthe way in which 
that can be done? My noble friends Lord 
Tweedmouth and Lord James of Hereford 
have both appealed to Pariiament to do 
it; but surely Parliament as at present 
constituted is one of the last bodies to 
which you would submit the details of a 
scheme for the reform of the constitution 
of Convocation. Is it to be debated in 
Parliament whether curates are to have 
sO many members or none, or in 
what proportions the dignified and 
beneficed clergy are to be represented ? 
Is it to be supposed that, hard as it is .o 
find time ‘or its own work, Parliament 
would consent to frame a Clerica! Consti- 
tuencies Re-distribution Bill? I think 
everyone will admit that Convocation 
itself is better fitted to reform its 
own mode of election and representa- 
tion than Parliament would be. More- 
over, there is this objection to resort to 
an Act of Parliament, that it would be 
on the part of Convocation a surrender 
which you cannot expect from Convoca- 
tion, and which Convocation ought not to 
make—a surrender of its claim to be a 
body entirely independent of Parliament. 
It is for that reason that this Act is 
formed in a declaratory manner. There 
are doubts whether Convocation has 
already the power to reform itself, but 
many able lawyers are of opinion that it 
has that power and might Jegally exercise 
it, and it is only ad majorem cautcham 
to make matters quite safe that it is 
thought desirable to bring in this Bill. 
I appeal to the House to look at the 
matter from the practical point of view 
rather than enter into theoretical con- 
siderations as to What might, in practically 
inconceivable circumstances, 
result fromit. Ifweare to havea division, 
do not allow it to be taken with a House 
such as that I see before me. Let the 
division be taken when there is a fair 
attendance, and when the decision may be 


Lord Stanmore. 


{LORDS} 


possibly | 
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really representative of the views of the 
House, 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, I think it is desirable that I 
should call the attention of the noble 
Earl the Leader of the Opposition to the 
fact that in the present condition of the 
House, if there was a division and the 
Bill was rejected, I should, under the 
rules, have to declare that the question 
was Not decided, and it would be ad- 
journed until the next meeting ot the 
House. No notice that the Bill was 
going to be opposed has been given, 
I do not say that that was absolutely 
necessary; but I am sure that if the 
most rev. Primate had supposed that 
there was to be a division he would 


have been supported by more than 
one right rev. Prelate. A division 
taken in the present condition 


of the House would be rather in the 
nature of a snap division. I hope, there- 
fore, that the noble Earl the Leader of 
the Opposition will allow the Bill to be 
read a second time. 


Eart SPENCER : I cannot agree to 
the Second Reading, but I am prepared 
to consent to the adjournment of the 
debate. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: If the 
noble Earl prefers that course, well and 
good; but I think it would be discour- 
teous to insist on a division now. 


Eart SPENCER: I may say that i 
have no wish to do anything that is 
unusual or unfair, but I think I had a 
perfect right to move the rejection of the 
Bill. I did not consider myself bound 
to give notice to the most rev. Primate 
that I was going to oppose the Bill, but 
I shall be prepared, as I have said, to 
consent to the adjournment of the debate. 


Amendment moved— 


“That the debate stand adjourned.” —(Zhe 
Earl of Feversham.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to, 
and further debate adjourned sine die. 
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DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL | 
[SEcoND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. | 
{ 

Tue Eart or MAYO: My Lords, 
this Bill has passed through the House 
of Commons by a large majority. It 
was also Committed to, and passed by, 
the Standing Committee on Law. The 
principal object of the Bill is to extend 
to Iveland the powers fo the protection 
of persons and property against drunk- 
aids which were given to England by the 
Licensing Act of 1902. I understand 
that there will be one or two Amend- 
ments put down when the Bill is in Com- 
mittee, and I think it better, therefore, | 
that I should postpone dealing with these 
points until we reach the Committee stage, 
which | hope your Lordships will allow 
me to take on Monday next. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
2° "(The Earl of Mayo.) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, I have 
no objection to the substance of the 
bill, but I think it right to inform the 
noble Earl that there are two provisions 
which I shall think it my duty to refer 
to in Committee. 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


PUBLIC MEETINGS (FACILITIES) 
BILL [#...]. 


(THIRD READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read, 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
3 —( Lord Burghelere.) 


Tue Earn or FEVERSHAM: My 
Lords, I wish to express my satisfaction 
that His Majesty’s Government have not 
given any support to this Bill. I do not 
propose, in the present condition of the 
House, to move its rejection, but I pro- 
test strongly against the Bill. The noble 
Lord in charge of it did not state any 
grievance on the part of any particular 
individual on the ground of permission 
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not being given for public meetings, and 


_we know, as a matter of practice, that it 


is usual to give leave for public meetings 
to be held in these schools; but it 
is a very different thing, in the 
case of schools which are erected and 
carried on by _ private individuals 
and managers, to make it compulsory 
that they should be available for public 
meetings. Those who promote _ this 
Bill think more about political agitation 
than they do about the interests of 
parochial schools, and I, for one, cannot 
believe that it is in the interests of the 
education of the people that these 
schools should be at the disposal of 
political agitators, who are empowered 
by it to go into a parish and say, 
whether the managers of the school like 
it or not, that they must allow their 
school to be made the arena of political 
discussion. I did not like the Third 
Reading of the Bill to pass without 


making this protest. 


On Question, Bill read 5*. Drafting 
Amendments made. Bill passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Eight o’elock, 
till Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 14th July, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Andover Lighting and Power Bill; 
Great Western Railway (Additional 
Powers) Bill. Lords Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill 
{Lords}; Metropolitan and Great Central 
Railway Companies Bill [Lords] ; Western 
Valleys (Monmouthshire) Water and Gas 
Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. Read the third 


time, and passed, without Amendment. 
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Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14\ Bill. Read the third time, and 


passed. ofa Cor eeetigkei cit 2d 


North East London Railway Bill; 
London Building Acts (Amendment) 
Bill. Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


Southport, Birkdale, and West Lanca- 
shire Water Board Bill [Lords]. Re- 


ported, with Amendments; Report. to | 


lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—White- 
chapel and Bow Railway Bill, with 
Amendments. it 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act for the settlement of the 
hereditaments and property representing 
the estates devised by the Will, dated 
the 26th day of June, 1875, of the Right 
Honourable George Harry, Earl of Stam- 
ford and Warrington, and in such Will 
referred to as ‘the Cheshire Estate’ ; 
and for other purposes.” [Earl of Stam- 
ford’s Cheshire Estate Bill [Lords.] 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate 
Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


—_— 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board 
of Trade, amending the County of 
Middlesex Light Railways Order, 1901 
(County of Middlesex Light Railways 
(Extension of Time) Order, 1905) [by 

Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board 
of Trade, authorising the working and 
maintenance of the Moel Tryfan Under- 
taking of the North Wales Narrow 
Gauge Railways Company as a Light 
Railway and other matters (North 
Wales Narrow Gauge Railways (Light 
Railway) Order, 1905) [by Command]; 





to lie upon the Table. 


COURT OF PROBATE DIVISION (HIGH 
COURT OF JUSTICE) (IRELAND). 
Annual Account presented, ot Receipts 
and Disbursements for the year ended 
31st December, 1904 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACTS, 1858 AND 1876, 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 8th July, 1905, declaring Bushire 
to be an unhealthy place within the 
meaning of The Superannuation Act, 
1876 [by Act]; to le upon the Table 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, 
1879 AND 1884. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 12th July; Mr. Cochrane}; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 241.] 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904 (CLOSING 
ORDER, BOROUGH OF DARWEN) 


Copy presented, of Order made by 





'the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses 
| of the Borough of Darwen, and confirmed 
| by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, fixing the hours of closing 
for Hairdressers’ and Barbers’ Shops 
within the Borough [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
3436 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 





JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Return ordered, “ (I.) of the Companies 


registered during the vear ended the 3lst 
day of December, 1904, which filed a 





prospectus and to which certificates to 
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commence business have been granted, | 
stating— 

(1) the date of registration ; | 
(2) the date of the prospectus ; 
(3) the amount of the nominal capital ; | 
(4) the amount of each share; | 

(5) the amount issued or to be issued | 
otherwise than for cash; 

(6) the amount offered for subscription | 
in cash; 


7) the amount underwritten ; 


(8) the commission for underwriting ; 
(9) the minimum subscription required ; 
(10) the amount allotted before com- 
mencing business ; 
(11) the amounts per share payable on 
application and allotment; 


(12) the total directors’ share qualifica- 
tion, if any; and 

(13) the date of the certificate to com- 
mence business, 

(II.) Of the Companies registered 
during the year 1904 which filed a) 
prospectus, but to which certificates 
to commence business have not been 
granted, stating the particulars specified 
in (I.) so far as they are applicable. 

(III.) Of the Companies registered | 
during the year 19C4 which filed a 
declaration that the Company “ does not 
issue any invitation to the public to 
subscribe for its shares.” 

(IV.) Of the Companies registered 
during the year 1964 which have not filed 
a prospectus or a declaration that the 
Company “ does not issue any invitation 
to the public to subscribe for its shares,” 
and stating the particulars specified in 
(I.) so far as they are applicable. 

(V.) Of the Companies which were | 
dissolved or struck off the register during | 
the year 1904. 


(VI.) Of the total number of Companies 
dissolved during the year 1904 (1) by 
order of the Court; (2) after voluntary | 
liquidation ; and (3) pursuant to the 
provisions of Section 7 of the Companies 
Act, 1880, and Section 26 of The Com- 
panies Act, 1900. 


(VII.) Of the total f{mumber and 
nominal paid-up and considered as paid- 
up capital of the Companies registered 
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during the year 1904 in London, Edin- 
burgh, and Dublin respectively, dis- 
tinguishing limited Companies from 


| unlimited, and Companies registered with 
a nominal 


capital from Companies 
registered without such capital. 

(VIII.) Of the total number and paid- 
up capital, including the amounts con- 


sidered as paid on vendors and other 


shares, of all Companies having a share 
> So 


'capital which were on the register on 
'the 30th day of April, 1905, except such 
| Companies as were in course of liquida- 


tion or removal from the register under 
the provisions of Section 7 of The Com- 
panies Act, 1880, and Section 26 of the 
Companies Act, 1900. 

(LX.) Of the total number and nominal 
capital of the Companies registered in 
England, Scotland, and Ireland respec- 


| tively in every year since the commence- 


ment of the Companies Act, 1862, to 
1904, inclusive. 

(X.) Of the fees and capital duty paid 
in respect of Registered Companies 
during the year 1904.”"—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


The Unemployed at Portsmouth. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether, in view of the dis- 
placement of labour now occurring at 
Portsmouth Dockyard, and the con- 
gestion of unemployed with which the 


| borough is in consequence confronted, 


His Majesty’s Government will consider 


the possibility of endeavouring to render 


assistance by facilitating emigration or 
transfer of families to other parts of the 
United Kingdom. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) No ex- 
pression has as yet reached the Admiralty 
of any desire on the part of the workmen 
who are being discharged from the dock- 
yards to emigrate. If representations 
are made showing that any considerable 
number of men desire to find work in the 
Colonies, and that employment is avail- 
able for them on arrival, the Admiralty 
would be glad to consider what assistance 
could be given. 
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International Judicial Congress— 
Gambling in Futures. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To | of 
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Gambling Operations in Cotton. 
Mr. FIELD: To ask the First Lord 
the Treasury whether he is aware that, 


ask the First Lord of the Treasury whether, | owing to the actions of the bears in 
in view of the opinion expressed by | Liverpool and in America forcing down 


Lord Cromer, as stated in his official | 


Report for 1904 on Gambling in Futures 
and Options on the Bourses of Egypt, 
in conjunction with the resolution 
passed at the International Cotton Con- 
gress at Manchester on the 9th instant, 
he will consider the advisability of the 
Government instructing His Majesty’s 


representatives in Egypt, who are at) 


present sitting as members of the Inter- 
national Judicial Congress on the question 
of gambling in futures in that country, 


to advocate repressive international legis- | 


lative measures for the joint benefit of 
Egypt and of manufacturers, operatives, 
and users ; 
instructions that the official proceedings 
of the International Cotton Congress 
recently held in Manchester, and also 
those of the International Agricultural 
Congress lately held in Rome, be pub- 
lished in Blue-book form in the same way 


as Lord Cromer’s Report on Egypt was | 


published. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
hon. Gentleman has, I think, misappre- 
hended the view expressed by Lord 


the following passage willshow: ‘On the 
other hand, most authorities hold the 


entire concurrence, that it is practically 


and whether he will give | 


the price of cotton after the Sully collapse 
'in 1904 from 9d. per pound to the low 
|price of 4d., the Southern Planters’ 
| Cotton Association have entered into a 
| compact with the exchange gamblers of 
the latter country to reduce the acreage 
of cotton for 1905-6 by about 25 per 
cent., and that speculative advances have 
recently been operated in options and 
futures on the Liverpool and the United 
| States cotton exchanges to the detriment 
|of the Lancashire cotton industry, and 
likewise to the world’s cotton trade 
generally ; whether he will, in view of 
such artificial conditions, appoint a 
special Commission to inquire into and 
report upon transactions injuriously 
_ affecting international trade ; and whether 
he will confer with President Roosevelt 
|with the object of adopting some 
| international co-operative endeavour in 
order to prevent a repetition of these 
international gambling operations in the 
| shape of paper sales of fictitious products 
through option and future contracts, 


Tam 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Baljour.) 


‘informed that no such compact is known 
Cromer in his official Report for 1904, as | 


to the Board of Trade, and its existence 
seems rather improbable. The price of 


cotton has recently advanced in con- 
opinion, in which I venture to express my | 


impossible, by legislation, to put a stop | 


to speculation without, at the same 


time, causing great hindrance to trade | 


in general. If anything is done, it will 


probably be in the direction of preparing | 


a ‘Réglement de Bourse,’ . . .” 
hereof and of the fact that the resolu- 
tion of the International Cotton Congress 
merely suggested certain technical altera- 
tions of trade practice, I do not think 


Tn view | 


sequence, as I am told, of the unex- 
pectedly low officialestimate of the coming 
crop. It is not proposed to take the 
steps suggested by the hon. Gentleman. 


Report of the Royal Commission on 
ewage Disposal. 

CoLtonEL LEGGE (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): Toask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he can give any informa- 
tion as to when the Report of the Royal 


Commission on Sewage Disposal may be 


it would be expedient to act on the sug- | 


gestion of the hon. Gentleman. 
no right to give any instructions as to the 
publication of the proceedings of the 


I have | 


Cotton International Congress, which is | 


an unofficial body, and as to the publica- 


haps the Hon. Gentleman will consult the 


expected. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) I 
am informed that the Commission hope 
to issue a Report this year dealing 


|with the relative merits; of different 
tion of the proceedings of the recent | 
International Agricultural Congress, per- | 


methods of sewage disposal and certain 
other questions. I understand, however, 


that it cannot be stated at present when 
President of the Board of Agriculture. | the final Report will be issued. 
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Assistant Postmen. economy in time and convenience could 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): To ask |be effected in the putting down and 
the Postmaster-General if the conditions |taking up of railway and tramway 
of employment of assistant postmen laid | passengers; and whether he wiil order 
down in the Tweedmouth Report, and | an official report to be made on the 
the conditions subsequently conceded | invention with a view to its adoption 
es the result of the Norfolk-Hanbury | in these countries. 
Conference to auxiliary postmen doing | 
somewhat less than five hours perday but | (Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
receiving payment for five hours’are still | attention of the Board has not been 
in force ; and whether the men perform- | drawn to this invention. The question 
ing such duties are eligible for all the | of the adoption of such an appliance 
benefits, even though they have not | on railways and tramways is one for the 
entered the postmen’s ranks through the | consideration of the proprietors of those 
Army, the Navy, or the telegraph | undertakings. 


messenger service. 
? . Government Contracts— Messrs. 
(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Assistant} Waygood and the Fair Wages Clause. 
postmen, who must be either ex-telegraph | Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
messengers or ex-soldiers and_ sailors,| To ask the . Memk (Chorley. as 
receive the benefits conceded under the | ore icbeps ~~ tole of 
Tweedmouth recommendations. The | Works, whether it has been represented 
special concession given to certain auxili- | to him that Messrs. Waygood & Company, 
ary postmen performing less than five | |iftmakers, who are now executing Govern- 
hours work a day, but receiving payment | ment contracts at the new Sessions 
for five hours, applies to London postmen | House, Old Bailey, and the Land Regis- 
only. It was not the intention of the | tration Office, is a non-union firm which 
Duke of Norfolk and the late Mr. Hanbury | makes it a condition of employment 
to extend the concession to all auxiliaries | that none of its workers shall be members 
working less than five hours. | of the Amalgamated Society of Engineers, 
|or any other trade union, and that the 
Post Office—Anaual Leave to Officers conditions under which joiners and 
About to Retire. | French polishers work are in violation of 
Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the Post- | those sanctioned by the trades unions ; and 
master General if the annual leave | what action he intends taking in con- 
regulation which provides that annual nection with these representations. 
leave is granted for the purpose of im- 
proving health, to enable an officer to (Answered by Lord Balcarres.) In the 
render further services, applies to officers | first place I have to point out to the hon. 
who reach the age limit during the year | Member that the First Commissioner is 
and who may resume duty for a short or | not responsible for the building or 
long period after having been granted | equipping of the new Sessions House, Old 
annual leave. Bailey. The United French Polishers 
(London) Society has made a_ repre- 
(Answered by Lord Stanley.) There | sentation to the First Commissioner 
is no objection to the grant of annual | regarding the non-employment by 
leave to an officer whose retirement is/ Messrs. Waygood of union men. The 
approaching if he resumes duty for a| First Commissioner, having made careful 
reasonable period after the leave. inquiry, is satisfied that Messrs. Waygood 
do not discriminate in any way as regards 
The Board of Trade and Mr. Brown’s In- | the employment of union or non-union 
vention. workmen as engineers. It appears that 
Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, | in the polishing shop some men have been 
N.): To ask the Secretary to the Board | required to state whether they were 
of;Trade whether his attention has been | unionists or not, but this has been done 
called to the invention exhibited by | without the knowledge of the directors, 
Mr.“John Brown at the meeting of the | who have given instructions that it shall 
British Association in Belfast, whereby | not occur again under any circumstances. 
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Messrs. Waygood will, of course, be 
required to conform, in the execution of 
any Government work with which they 
may be entrusted, to the spirit and 
intention of the Resolution of the House 
of Commons of February 15th, 1891. 


Payment of Annual Education Grant 

by Quarterly Instalments. 

Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S8.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether the question of the 
continuation of the payment of the annual 
education grant by quarterly instalments 
has now been definitely determined ; and 
if so, in what manner. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
Board have now arranged to continue for 
the current financial year, but for no 
longer, the same partial system of pay- 
ment of annual grants by quarterly instal- 
ments as has been in force during the 
last two financial years. 


Public Expenditure on Capital Acco unt. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): To ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer what is the total and the 
items of the estimate of the money which 
will be spent upon capital liabilities 
during 1905-6. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain.) The estimated expenditure on 
capital account in the current year is 
£9,000,000, The amounts included for 
the respective heads of service are, 
approximately, as follows :— 


op 

Naval Works - - - 4,000,000 
Military Works - - - 2,950,000 
Telegraphs - - - 850,000 
Public Buildings - - 255,000 
Land Registry Buildings 30,000 
Public Offices, Dublin - - 15,000 
Cunard Agreement - - 900,000 

£9,000,000 





Rental of Sold and Unsold Portion of the 
King-Harman Estate. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners can ascertain from their negotiator, 
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who represented the vendor, the total 
former rent of the portion of the King. 
Harman Estate sold to the tenants, and 
for which vesting orders will be issued; 
and also the total rent of the portions 
of this estate which now remain unsold. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
rental of the portion of this estate which 
has been purchased or agreed to be 
purchased by the Estates Commissioners 
is £17,752. The rental of the entire 
estate, as appears from the schedule 
lodged, is £19,224. The rental of the 
unsold portion is therefore £1,472. 


Advances Exceeding £3,000 on the King 
arman Estate. 

Mr. TULLY: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Estates Commissioners can 
state (1) in how many cases on the 
King-Harman Estate have they agreed 
to advance to a purchaser a sum exceeding 
£3,000; and (2) in how many cases 
have they decided, or have they intimated 
through their inspector or negotiator, 
that they will not advance a sum exceed- 
ing £3,000 to the owner of grazing land 
or a non-residential holding. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 
eleven cases. (2) In no case. 


(1) In 


Woolwich Dockyard Building Contract— 
Messrs. Playfair and the Fair Wages 
Clause. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: To ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether Messrs. Playfair are tarrying out 
a building contract in connection with 
Woolwich Dockyard ; and whether, in 
connection with the contract the men 
employed are working the hours of work 
recognised by the Master Builders’ 
Association and the Amalgamated Society 
of Carpenters and Joiners, namely, 
6.30 a.m. to 5 p.m., or whether they have 
to begin work at an earlier hour at 
ordinary rates of wages. 


(Answered by Mr. Bromley Davenport.) 
It would appear that the men employed 
on this contract are working overtime 
at ordinary rates of wages. Inquiry 
will be made of the contractors as to the 
practice. 
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South African War Honours for Army 
Medical Corps (Volunteers). 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the fact that 
the Army Council has refused honours 
in connection with the South African War 
to the Royal Army Medical Corps 
(Volunteers), and that war honours have 
been granted to numerous Volunteer 
corps Which sent contingents to the war, 
he willstate what was the average strength 
of the contingents sent ; and whether, in 
view of the fact that the eight divisions of 
Royal Army Medical Corps (Volunteers) 
in various parts of the country con- 
tributed to medical units during the war 
some 650 officers and men, amounting to 
two-fifths of their strength, the Army 
Council will reconsider its decision. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) It is not the custom to award 
honours to any but corps of cavalry and 
infantry, as it is accepted as a fact that 
all the other branches of the Army have 
contributed in some measure to every 
honour which is recorded on colour or 
accoutrement. Accordingly no honours 
for South Africa were awarded to Artillery, 
Engineer, Army Service, or Medical Corps, 
Regular or Auxiliary. 

EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

On the Order to go into Committee 

on this Bill. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) said that 
when this Bill was read a second time 
there had been standing on the Paper 
for some weeks an instruction to refer the 
Bill to a Committee of Scotch Members 
with fifteen English Members to be added 
by the Committee of Selection. That 
was a very usual kind of Motion upon 
Scotch Bills, and the last occasion upon 
which a similar Motion was adopted was 
in the case of the Scotch Licensing Bill 
in 1903. Such a Motion had been made 
upon other occasions, and it was in 
accordance with a Standing Order passed 
in 1893. At the proper time he rose in 
his place to move this Motion, the present 
Secretary to the Local Government 
Board being in the Chair, but imstead of 
calling upon him, which would have 
been in accordance with precedent, he 





allowed the Bill to go automatically to a _ 
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|Committee of the Whole House. He 
believed it was generally recognised and 
admitted by the then occupant of the 
Chair, the clerks at the Table, and the 
Patronage Secretary to the Treasury that 
it was an error, and that he ought to have 
been called upon to move his Motion so 
that he might have taken a division upon 
it. He, therefore, submitted that he was 
entitled to move now. He understood 
that the Government had no objection to 
his Motion being considered now, and, 
seeing that he had been prevented from 
moving his Motion by an error from the 
Chair, he wished to know if he would be 
in order under these circumstances in 
moving his instruction now. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Iam afraid that 
the Motion is not now admissible. The 
hon. Member states that by an oversight 
he was not called upon. I understand 
that the Deputy-Chairman did not hear 
the hon. Member, and I think the hon. 
Member ought to have insisted upon 
being heard. 


Mr. BLACK: I did my best. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no power 
to interpose with a Motion of this kind 
now. 


Mr. BLACK: Not if the House 


assents ? 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
asked if it was not usual on 
the Second Reading for the Speaker 
to call upon a Member to move 
the Motion which stood in his name upon 
the Paper. In this case his hon. friend 
rose, made a Motion, and insisted, and 
he contended that the hon. Member 
could not have done more than he did. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Ixhave nothing 
more to add. I think if the hon. Member 
had been a little more persistent he 
would have been heard. 


Considered in Commiitee, 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R.., 
Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 


Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. 


ae 
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| being well educated, it was not, perhaps, 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY so popular when the people were asked to 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) moved to leave pay the bill. The English Bill only 


out the words ‘of the following edu- 
cational districts” and substitute 
“county,” and said that beingan English 


Member he felt that some apology was | 


due to the Committee in moving this 
Amendment. His only excuse was, 
however, that for a large part of the 
vear he lived in Scotland, and he was a 
large ratepayer there. He desired that 
everything should be done for the 
benefit of education in Scotland, and 
his only wish was that if they were to 
have a good Bill to improve education 
in Scotland it should be worked in as 
cheap and efficient a manner as possible. 
He was strongly of opinion that the 
county was the proper area for education, 
both elementary and secondary, and he 
thought that opinion was shared by a 
large number of Scotch Members upon 
both sides of the House. He believed 
that the Lord-Advocate, in introducing 
this Bill, stated as his excuse for con- 
tinuing the local government district 
for the new education authority that 
it was a compromise between those 
who wished to have the county area and 
those who preferred that the parish should 
remain the area for elementary educa- 
tion. Personally, he was not particularly 
fond of compromises, and they were 
often exceedingly unsatisfactory. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Aberdeen had spoken strongly in favour 
of the county being made the area. He 
had stated that the county was the 
proper area for secondary education, and 
that no small area could deal efficiently 
with the secondary education required ; 
and he further stated that the Govern- 
ment scheme was a most unsatisfactory 


compromise, 

He thought they might take 
a lesson from what had _ occurred 
under the English Bill. During the 


whole time that the English Education 
Bill was in Committee there was a 
feeling prevalent amongst county Mem- 
bers that considerable expense would 
be entailed by these new proposals, and 
in many counties that expectation had 
been amply fulfilled, and the rates 
had gone up. However popular it 
might be on public platforms to talk 
of the merits and advantages of people 





set up some fifty authorities in the 
| counties, but this Bill was setting up no 
fewer than 107 authorities in a country 
with a population far less than England 
and with a much smaller valuation. 
This would mean that there would have 
to be no less than 107 different staffs and 
sets of officials. Salaries would have to 
be paid to them all, and offices would 
have to be erected for them, and there 
would also be their expenses to pay; 
and considering that amalgamation might 
take place in the future there was a great 
|) danger that these officials, having been 
appointed, would consider that they had 
fixity of tenure, and would want com- 
pensation if they were turned out of their 
posts. It had been suggested by the 
hon. Member for Haddingtonshire that 
in addition to the expense of paying a 
host of officials the travelling expenses 
of the members of these authorities should 
be paid. He thought they ought to do 
their best to keep these expenses down. 
He was afraid there was a danger of 
them getting very near that state of 
things under which two-thirds of the 
population paid the other third for 
looking after them. 


He submitted that if they were to start 
by making the county the area it would 
be easier for the counties to subdivide than 
for the districts toamalgamate. In these 
matters he had always found that it was 
easier to part than to come together. 
Shakespeare said that parting was such 
sweet sorrow. He thought it would be 
most difficult for the districts to 
amalgamate. The County Councils Asso- 
ciation of Scotland had passed by 
thirteen votes to four a resolution in 
favour of the county area being selected 
instead of the district. The district areas 
had been set up simply to look after the 
roads, and it did not follow that that 
would be the best area for education. It 
was almost like the parish councillor who, 
in order to promote economy, suggested 
that instead of having two pipes for gas 
and water both these services should be 
supplied through one pipe. In many of 
the areas it would be exceedingly incon- 
venient for the members to attend the 
meetings, and, in his opinion, it would 
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be far better to map out Scotland into 
completely new districts, taking the chief 
towns as the centre. There were several 
counties in Scotland in which it would be 
perfectly impossible, unless the rates 
were made absolutely stupendous to pro- 
yerly carry out the work of education. In 
Argyll there were seven districts with a 
population of 70,000 and a rateable value 
of £527,000. A penny rate in those dis- 
tricts would produce about £300, and that 
sum would not go far in paying salaries of 
officers, providing offices for them, and pay- 
ing travelling expenses. In the county of 
Ross and Cromarty there were eight 
districts with a population of 76,000 and 
avaluation of £300,000. In this instance 
a penny rate would only produce about 
£15). Therefore, if they wished in some 
of these districts to carry on the work 
of educati®n in a proper manner they 
would have to start at once with a shilling 
rate. He hoped that the Government 
would give this Amendment their earnest 
consideration. He thought that the Bull 
as it stood would be a very heavy charge 
upon poor country districts in consequence 
ot the multiplication of these authorities 
and officials. 


Amendment proposed — 

“Tn page |, line 16, to leave out the words, ‘ of 
the following education districts,’ and insert 
the word ‘county.’ — (Lord Willoughby de 
Ereshy.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Sin CHARLES RENSHAW (Rentrew, 
W.) said this subject was very fully 
discussed in Committee last year, and 
there was a very considerable difference 
of opinion upon it. Those interested 
in this question were grateful to the 
Government for the changes they had 
made which would make it easier to 
work out the scheme of district boards 
as against county boards. His view 
was that the district area was a bad one. 
He appealed to the Government to allow 
the House to decide this question without 
putting pressure upon their supporters. 
A division upon this question would 
practically decide the numerous Amend- 
ments which were on the Paper upon 
this question. He did not think this 
Was a question upon which any fresh light 
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could be thrown by continuing the 
discussion. 

Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): said this 
question was fully discussed last year on 
more than one occasion. After dis- 
cussion, by no means regulated by Party 
lines, an Amendment similar to the one 
now before the Committee was withdrawn 
in view of certain Amendments promised 
by his predecessor. Those Amendments 
took the shape of a proviso giving the 
Secretary for Scotland very large powers 
of dividing and aggregating districts 
The present Bill differed from last year’s 
Bill only in the respect that greater 
elasticity was given to those powers. 
He agreed there was a good deal to be 
said on both sides of the question raised 
by the Amendment; but, taking the 
whole matter into consideration, he 
thought no sufficient reason had been 


shown for departing from the view 
which prevailed last session. The noble 
Lord who introduced the Amendment 


did not propose to get rid of school 
boards. He did not propose that the 
county council should be the education 
authority. He proposed that the new 
school boards should have a larger area 
than the Bill gave. But the new school 
boards would require some officials, 
and there would be some expense what- 
ever the area might be. He submitted 
that no reason had been shown for 
departing from the course taken last 
session, when it was decided that the 
local government district should be 
taken. It would adapt itself very well 
to all the requirements of education, 
and in view of the further facilities which 
had been given in the provision for 
special districts he adhered to the pro- 
posal in the Bill 


*Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said 
he would like to emphasise what had 
been said as to the extreme necessity 
of watching expenses in large and poor 
counties, especially in the Highlands. The 
p.oposal of the noble Lord was to 
make the county the alternative of the 
district. He thought the noble Lord 
was going to the wrong end of the 
argument. The point desired in the 
Highlands was to keep the parish as 
the foundation and the unit of the new 
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organisation. In the Highland counties 
it was essential that this should be done. 
The districts into which these counties 
were divided were in themselves large 
even for local government work. In order 
io get persons to take an interest in 
education they must confine the area to 
the parish. Probably many hon. Mem- 
bers were not aware how large Highland 
counties were. He asked the House to 


consider the position of a Highland | 
district split up into islands. He in- 


stanced the Island of Mull which was thirty | 
or forty miles across. The district of 
Mull included the Island of Tiree. The | 
{‘ommittee would see that there would | 
be great difficulty, 
impossible, in getting members of the 
hoard to attend meetings 


work would involve. He hoped the 
Lord-Advocate would be able to insert 
words in the proviso clause which would 
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noble Lord were adopted. The noble 
Lord quoted the opinions of county 
councils which were in favour of his 
proposal, and he was supported by the 
hon. Member for West Renfrewshire, 
The noble Lord spoke as a large rate. 
paver and proprietor in Perthshire, 
but he did not speak the views of the 
county council of Perth. He held in 
his hand a memorandum on this subject 





if it was not actually | 


because of | 
the amount of travel by sea which the | 


which had been distributed by the county 
‘council of Perth. The question sub- 
mitted to county councils was: “ Are 
“county councils in favour of the  pro- 
| posal in the Bill, or do they desire the 
county area with power to sub-divide ?” 

The answer of the county council of 
Perth was that they were in favour 
of the proposal in the Bill subject to a 
matter connected with the City of Perth 
'which he need not go into. * He hoped 
| the proposed alteration would not be made 
|at this early stage of the discussion. 


enable them to overcome this difficulty. | 


warned the right hon. Gentleman 


He 


that if the Bill was to do good in the | 


Highlands the parish should remain. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, 


the intention of the Lord-Advocate to 


depart from this fundamental particular | 
There were | 
Bill went too | 


in the scheme of the Bill. 
many who thought the 
far already in the way 
areas too large. If at this early stage 
the Government were going to adopt 


such a large and fundamental change in | 


the Bill he thought it would augur un- 
favourably for the progress of discussion 


in Committee. The noble Lord had | 
adduced two arguments in favour of 
his proposal. One was in regard to 


the question of expense, and the other 
was that opinion in Scotland was in 
favour of his proposal. The Lord-Ad- 
vocate had already dealt with the 


question of expense, but he would add | 


that the present system based on parish 
areas was much cheaper than the English 
system based on county areas. Of 
course, any change in machinery in a 
matter connected with education must | 
increase expenditure, and he was _per- 
fectly certain that under this Bill one 
of the consequences would be to increase | 
expense. It would be increased very 
much more if the suggestion of the 


Mr. Ainsworth. 


E.) | 


said he was glad to hear that it was not | 


of making the | 


| Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.), on a 
point of order, sad the Amendment 
before the Committee raised the issue 


|as between the county and the district 
as the area for secondary and elementary 
education. But there was another issue 
of great importance, and that was the 
issue between the district and the parish. 
which was the existing area. It would 


be very inconvenient to Members if 
thev had to discuss both these issues 
| together. He asked whether it would 


be possible to have a discussion now 
on the Amendment of the noble Lord, 
| and also an opportunity later of discussing 
the other proposal. 


THE CHAIRMAN 
opinion that there would be an oppor- 
tunity on a subsequent Amendment of 
discussing whether the parish should be 
retained as the school board area. 


expressed the 


| THe Eart or DALKEITH (Rox- 
burgh) did not agree that the matter 
raised by the Amendment was settled 
last year. He understood that on that 
occasion further clauses were to be brought 
up to deal with it. He held distinctly 
that the county was more suitable as 
the area for secondary and_ technical 
education, but, with regard to ele- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
|mentary education, sub-division migbt 
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in some cases be necessary. If the 
Government adhered to the district 
he hoped they would make provision 
for the transfer in particular cases of one 
or two parishes from one district to 
another. 


Mr. BRYCE said he gathered that on | 


this Amendment they must confine their 
remarks to the question of the county 
as against the district proposed. He 
thought evervone who had considered 


the subject, whether in regard to England | 


or Scotland, had come to the conclusion 
that the county was the smallest area 
suitable for secondary education. One 
of the few points on which they 
were all agreed in discussing the English 
Education Bill was that the county was 
the smallest area that could be worked for 
secondary education. But if that were 
true of England, it was still more true 
of Scotland, where in most counties the 
population was so sparse. It would be 
impossible to organise secondary educa- 
tion in Scotland in a 
county, because there would neither 
he population nor revenue enough, nor 
all the other means which were 
necessary to work secondary education 
efficiently. What was wanted was a 
certain system of bursaries to enable 
clever boys to go on from the primary 
to the secondary and from 
these te the Universitv. Many of the 
parish schools in Scotland from of old 
down to our day had 


schools, 


But.taking that country as a whole, second- 


ary education could only be organised in | 


counties. They could perfectly well 
have an organisation in every county 
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| The county area was far too large. 
| He knew counties where they had tried 
| to remedy the evil by appointing local 
/committees. After long discussion, when 
'the Bill was before the House, they 
/succeeded in getting a provision in- 
troduced which enabled the county 
authorities to allow local committees 
to be appointed. But he told 
that these local committees, althoagh 
'they had diminished the bad _ effects 
of the county area, had not done 
away entirely with these bad effects. 
They had too little power; they had 
not that interest in elementary education 
which the older school boards had. 
What was wanted for elementary 
education was to associate the people 


Was 


themselves with the education of their 
children. Till forty or fifty vears ago, 


the old parish schools of Scotland— 
although there was much to be desired 
in the improvement of their organisation 
—stood close to the people, who took the 
greatest interest in them and knew all 
that was passing in them. The school 
boards had also been in close touch with 
the people of all ranks and degrees, 
But if the county were made the area 
for elementary education how many 
| wheelwrights and other artisans, plough- 
men, small farmers, and other poor 
persons would be able to serve on the 
education authority and take part in 
the administration of the education of 
their locality. 


given a good | 
secondary education to clever boys— | 
especially in the North-East of Scotland. | 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
said he had another Amendment lower 
‘down on the Paper by which he pro- 
posed to make the parish councils the 
|managers of the parish schools subject 


| to the supervision of the county councils. 


for secondary education which might | 


be constituted either of a body elected | 


for the purpose ot chosen from local 
school boards or other local authorities. 
All that was wanted was a body capable 
of speaking for the whole county. But 
he said, without hesitation, that the 


experiment which had been tried in | 


England of placing elementary educa- 
tion on the county authorities had been 


afailure ; and that the best educationalists | 
in England now regretted that the | 


county had been chosen as the area 
for the administration of elementary 
education. 


Mr. BRYCE said that that would 
not by any means meet the difficulty 
which he foresaw. The local people 
would only be managers without any 
sense of responsibility, and, therefore, 
they could not be in anything like the 
position of independence the school 
boards enjoyed under the present system. 
There were managers under the English 
Act, but they had no power and had 
no responsibility. Therefore, to put 
it on no higher ground, they would 
| lose the benetit of the assistance in 
|educational work of a large class of 
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people who were now taking part in the 
work of education; and they would 
put in their place men who could afford 
to pay the railway or coach fares to go 
to the place of meeting. There was 
another difficulty besides that of money— 
the question of time. A small farmer. 
or ploughman, or rural artisan could 
not possibly tind the time or afford to 
lose a whole day’s work in order to 
attend a county meeting. There was 
vet another difficulty. Where there 
was administration over a large area 
by a central body there was not that 
personal knowledge of the local needs 
of the localities, and the administration, 
therefore, fell into the hands of the 
officials. That had been the effect of 
the Education Act in England. It meant 
not only a loss of personal knowledge, 
but the doing of things by general rules 
instead of adjusting them to each par- 
ticular case. It meant red tape, because 
it was only on general lines that officials 
would work; and that meant a loss of 
practical touch with the people. It 
likewise meant more expense. because 
the tendency of officialism was to in- 
crease expense and to demand a larger 
staff. These considerations seemed to 
him to be sufficient argument to induce 
the Committee to reject the proposal 
of the noble Lord. He was anxious 
to press this argument, for when they 
came to discuss the question as between 
districts and parish areas the same con- 
siderations would recur. He also wished 
to take the opportunity of calling the 
attention of English Members—whose 
attendance that afternoon he greatly 
appreciated —to the fact that the ex- 
perience they had had in England was 
an inducement to them to help the 
Scotch Members in rejecting this pro- 
posal, which would destroy a system of 
educational administration which had 
done so much for Scotland in the past. 


Mr. MAXWELL (Dumiries-shire) said 
that there were some districts in Scotland 
where the population was under 20,000 
«nd where there was no secondary school 
or even a higher-grade school. In these 
districts, if they were to do anything for 
secondary education, they must either 
start a school of their own or combine 
with another district. But there was 


no provision in the Bill to compel two 
Mr. Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 





(Scotland) Bill. 756 


small districts to combine. It appeared 
to him that that was rather inconsistent, 
because they compelled Leith to combine 
with Edinburgh and Govan with Glasgow 
although there were in both these places 
thoroughly equipped secondary and tech- 
nical schools. It appeared to him that 
if they were to build on the county area 
the Secretary for Scotland or a Com- 
mission should have the power, with all 
the facts before him or them, to divide 
the county into what would be the best 
areas for secondary education. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) said 
that he preferred the district as the 
area for the reasons which he gave last 
vear and which he thought it unnecessary 
to repeat now. At the same time he 
entirely sympathised with his hon. friend 
when he said that in many cases the 
district would not be a sufficient area 
for secondary education and that they 
must have some plan to combine dis- 
tricts. Last year he proposed a 
clause to that effect, and the late 
Lord-Advocate gave him a_ distinct 
promise that it would be embodied in 
the Bill. He had put down a similar 
clause on the Paper, but he could find 
no provision in the Bill for carrying 
out the promise of the Lord-Advocate 
last year. Would the present Lord- 
Advocate give an assurance that such 
a provision would be inserted so as 
to carry out this most necessary arrange: 
ment ? 


Mr. BLACK said there were several 
degrees of goodness and __ badness 
in the proposals submitted to the 
House. He must say that the best 
scheme of all was to adopt the 


parish area for educational purposes in 
Scotland and work up from that to 
suitable areas for elementary, secondary, 
and technical education. That would 
give an ad hoc area for an ad hoc authority. 
He would put into the second degree 
of praise the proposal of the noble Lord 
opposite. They were all agreed that the 
county was the best area for secondary 
education, although it was too large for 
elementary education. There were only 
four counties out of thirty-three in 
Scotland which had a population exceed- 
ing 12,000 or 20,000. Ina population of, 
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say, 20,090 there was only 5 per cent. | 


available for secondary education, and 
a secondary school with only 100 pupils 
could not pay the teachers sufficient 
salaries or provide adequate appliances. 
At the bottom of the list of proposals 
for badness he would put that of the 
Government, which adopted districts of 
counties formed for an entirely different 
purpose than that of education. He 
would vote for the proposal ot the noble 
Lord not because it was a vote against 
the parish areas, but because it was a 
vote against the Government. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW — (Hawick 
Burghs) said he did not agree with his 
right hon. friend the Member for Aber- 
deen that county areas were ideal areas 
jor education. The county area was 
the paradise of officialism. Neither the 
county, the parish, nor the district was 
the ideal area. What was wanted was 
something which would be suitable for 
education, and it would not do to take 
for that purpose a district which from 
historic reasons was either a parish or 
a county. What ought to be done in 
Scotland with regard to education was 
what done for local government, 
A Boundary Commission should be ap. 
pointed to consider the means of trans- 
port from one quarter to another with the 
object of ascertaining if, in view of the 
transport, a given place was a convenient 
centre from which to radiate into the 
country districts, picking up the popula- 
tion which would find for its requirements 
the most convenient place for education 
in that centre. Until that was done 
there would not be peace. While he 
differed from his right hon. friend as to 
the ideal position of the county as the 
area, he had the greatest doubt as to 
the policy of the Government—as to their 
policy as a whole. Year after vear as 
these Bills went on, the area was not only 
growing larger and larger, but facilities 
were *given for combining larger and 
larger areas, 2nd in this Billit was actually 
proposed that the Secretary for Scotland 
should permit two counties or districts 
to be combined for the purposes of 
education. But there was no power in 


Was 


the Bill to enable the Secretary for 
Scotland to permit an inconveniently 
large county, in regard to education, 
to be sub-divided into districts. 
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Oh, yes, 


(Scotland) Bull. 
Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : 


there is a power. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said that the 
power was a conditional power, con- 
ditional on the districts so created being 
inside the county. The clientele of 
a secondary educational centre was drawn 
verv often from six or seven counties 
and it could not possibly be said that 
a county area was suitable for a purpose 
of that kind. What was manifestly 
wanted was that a Boundary Commission 
should go down and investigate cases 
of the kind of Galashiels so as to ascertain 
whether they would produce an educa- 
tional result, having in view the fact that 
localities must have local representation 
in an effective form, as to their require- 
ments with regard to technical and 
secondary education. This might lead 
up to the formation of secondary and 
technical educational centres which would 
be convenient to the population affected. 
He expressed his obligation to the 
noble Lord for moving this Amendment 
as It brought before the attention of the 
Committee a question- which was grow- 
ing graver vear by vear. When these 
districts Game to be investigated that 
question would be found still more 
strongly accentuated because some of 
the districts in point of view of population 
were absolutely contemptible. and a 
the other end of the scale they were 
so large as to be unworkable. 


He did not desire to detain the Com- 
mittee unduly upon this matter, but he 
must say he thought his hon. friend the 
Member for Kincardineshire had a good 
case for asking for an express clause im 
this Bill to deal with the circumstances 
to which he had referred. The point 
was brought out in an Amendment 
proposed by the late Lord-Advoeate last 
year. The learned Lord then said he 
could agree that there might be cases 
where there should be combination for 
the purposes of secondary education, 
but not for the purposes of primary 
education, and, in admitting that, the 
learned Lord admitted the cardinal 
error of the present Bill, namely, the 
dislocation of the old school boards 
that had worked so well. As an illustra- 
tion of what would be the effect of 
county centres he might saygthat a friend 








-T 


59 Education 


of his who was largely concerned in 
management had told him that, in- 
dependent of other expenses, in railway 
fares alone his duties entailed upon him 
an expense of £50 a year. What were 
they going to do in the case of large 
counties like Inverness and Sutherland. 
In Inverness they had an area of 2,695,000 
acres, and he put it to any hon. Member 
whether it would be possible to have a 
school board administering the educa- 
tional affairs of these great counties 
without the parents of the children 
being completely disfranchised with re- 
gard to questions of education. There 
was no provision in this Bill for 
the payment of expenses even to those 
who could not afford the expense thrown 
upon them by their duties as members 
of these bedies. If the Government 
would give them that concession they 
might substitute small districts for small 
parishes. But instead of that they 
had an Amendment before the Committee 
to go back to counties and to make them 
the centre for education of all kinds. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he was not 
surprised that this Amendment should 
come from the other side of the 
House, because the main object of the 
Conservative Party was centralisation 
in connection with all local affairs. 
No reason had been assigned why a 
county should be chosen as the area. 
In Scotland educaticn was almost en- 
tirely carried on in Board schools which 
were not confined to elementary edu- 
cation but which embraced secondary 
education as well. The object in Scot- 
land had always been to carry on 
secondary and elementary education 
under the one authority, as it was carried 
on in the thousand parishes in Scotland. 
There were in Scotland three divisions 
of education. There were the State- 
aided schools which gave both primary 
and secondary education, the secondary 
schools proper with a curriculum of 
their own, and the Universities, and there 
must be a separate class of people to 
manage each different class of school. 
For the sake of these 20,000 children in 


were they going to change the body 


which governed ‘he education of 700,000 | 


children? It had been suggested that 
Mr, Thomas Shar, 
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secondary education, but how could 
that possibly be so? They had an 
example of the difficulty in the case of 
tlasgow and the counties round about, 
There they had Renfrewshire, Lanark- 
shire, Dumbartonshire, and Stirlingshire 
all surrounding Glasgow. They wanted 
secondary education and high - class 
technical schools, but how could they 
limit the district for a high-class technical 
school ¢ If they were to introduce such 
a school in each of those counties they 
would destroy the very object and power 
of such a school, for, after all, high-class 
technical education was not to be limited 
by locality. A high-class school was like 
a University, it should draw its pupils 
from all the centres round about. 


He had been inquiring into the working 
of education boards in English counties, 
and he had found that there was a great 
deal of dissatisfaction with the wideness 
of the area and with its consequent un- 
workability. He had in his hands a 
magazine in which the writer of an 
article described the working of the 
system, and one of the first things he 
pointed out was that none but men of 
leisure could afford to become members ot 
the education committee of the county 
council, the expenses being so heavy. 
One of the previous speakers had cited 
a case in which the annual expense ot 
attending the meetings of the educa- 
tional authority had amounted to £50, 
and according to this article he found 
that it was frequently the case that 
such expenses amounted to £50 pel 
year. Another objection was that under 
that system a great deal of the work 
fell practically into the hands of the 
officials. No doubt members of the 
county council took an interest in matters 
which specially affected the district they 
represented, but when it came to dealing 
with the affairs of the county as a 
whole, and with matters affecting other 
districts, they really took little interest in 
them. Consequently, there was a system 
of wirepulling, and he ventured te 
think that the hon. Member for Ren- 
frewshire was well aware of the existence 


; ,of that practice. 
purely secondary and technical schools | I 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW: I deny 
it. 
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Mr. CALDWELL said that appar- 
ently the hon. Member was not sufficiently 
on the alert to see it, but at any rate 
that had proved to be the experience 


in England. It was clear that the 
system afforded more scope for the 


wire-puller than would be possible in a 
smaller district. He trusted hon. Mem- 
bers would not think that he had for 
a moment any intention to slander 
county councils in Scotland. He was 
only referring to matters as they existed 
in the East of England. But still there 
was a danger that these practices might 
extend to Scotland. Then, again, in. 
England they found the effect to be 
that more and more power was falling 
into the hands of the officials. What 
happened was that the official had 
more technical knowledge of the details | 
of the policy which had to be carried out, 
and consequently he was allowed to 
have his own way, which would not be 
the case where the area was smaller. 
Again. ina large area they practically 
had the monopoly of the education 
of the whole district in the hands of 
one body, and while possibly in that 
large area there was one borough which 
had special! aspiration in regard to 
educational matters which a view to 
being able to fit itself to compete with 
the industries of surrounding districts, 
the remainder of the area might probably 
be purely country, possessing county 
interests, and the result might be that 
the representatives of those county 
interests would dominate the educational 
policy. which would have no sympathy 
whatever with the borough aspirations. 
Consequently the representatives of the 
borough would fail to have an interest 
in the proceedings of the educational 
authority. In England, too, it had 
been found that under this system of 
wide areas there had been a slackness of 
administration, 


There were likely also to be produced 
considerable difficulties arising from 
the variation in the size of the 
county areas. For instance, there was 
the county of Buteshire with its popula- 
tion of 18,641, just 141 more than 
Sufficient to save them from the effect 
of the new redistribution proposed. 
Let them compare that with the county 
of Lanark with its enormous population. . 
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How could they expect one education 
authority to cover that vast county? 
It might be all right in the case of a 
borough like Glasgow to have one 
educational authority, which no doubt 
could satisfactorily manage the educa- 
tional interests. But it was altogether 
different when they had to deal with 
a vast area like the county of Lanark, 
and undoubtedly one effect of having 
such a wide area would be to prevent 
men taking a keen interest in educational 
matters or accepting positions on the 
education authority, unless they happened 
to live in the particular town in which 
that authority had its headquarters, 
and they would thus deprive them of 
the power they desired to exercise in 
controlling the education of their country. 
The district area was bad enough, but 
the county area would make things 
absolutely unworkable, and entirely 
destroy that local interest in education 
which marked the great difference 
between the educational systems of 
England and S:otland. 


Mer. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) thought it was right to 
point out that not a single Member on 
the Ministerial side of the House hal 
supported the Lord-Advocate in regard 
to the Amendment under discussion. 
There was a strong feeling among his 
owa constituents that it would be a 
thcusand pities to do away with the 
existing school boards so far as elemen- 
tary educition was concerned. Nodoubt 
as regaided technical and secondary 
education they might have larger areas, 
but so far as primary education was 
concerned they could have no better 
area than the preset. He hoped they 
shoull get the Bill modified in that 
respect, so that local interest in 
education might be maintained. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
said he thought he might be allowed to 
explain his position. In his previous 
speech, when moving the Amendment, it 
seemed that he had not made it quite 
clear that he wanted to have the county 
education authority elected ad hoc the 
authority fur secondary education. In 
a later part of the Bill he proposed to 
move a new clause which would give the 
parish council great power as regarded 
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elementary education. Therefore he pro- 
posed to preserve the local interest in 
elementary education in the different 
parishes. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) 

said he intervened in the debate for the 
purpose of stating what his own experi- 
ence had been. It had been found by 
practical experience that the areas in 
England were much too. large. Before 
the county councils could get to work, 
loca] committees had to be appointed for 
each district, and in connection with one 
county council there were fifteen or 
sixteen local committees. County councils 
were therefore cons dering the question 
whether steps should be taken in order 
to lessen the area. 


Mr. HUNTER CRAIG (Lanarkshire, 
Govan) said he would deplore the demoli- 
tion of the Scottish school boards and the 
acceptance of the county area. He had 
had twelve years experience as chairman 
ofa school board in the North of Ayr- 
shire, which drew its pupils not only from 
two parishes, but from two counties, and 
the effect of making the county the school 
board area would be to cut off from it one- 
half of its pupils. If the framers of the Bill 
had acted on the basis of populous areas 


the measure would have been a much’ 


more practical one. There would be 
great inconvenience and expense to 
members of new school boards in the 
attending of meetings held many miles 
away from their localities. It might be 
well to have a county area fur secondary 
education, but certainly not for 
elementary education, The life of educa- 
tion in Scotland had been that thev had 
local schools locally managed. Without 
respect to the county area let them take 
the nearest and most convenient place 
for secondary education. According to 
this Bill scholars would have to be sent 
to Ayrshire secondary schools from the 
district of which he was speaking, where- 
as if there was the opportunity of 
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sending them into Renfrewshire, scholars 
would have the advantage of a railway 
system which would take them to 
Greenock, where they could attend the 
secondary; schools. He hoped something 
would yet be done to preserve these 
valuable school boards. 


Mr. DOBBIE (Ayr Burghs) urged that 
the Amendment should be withdrawn, 
At this rate they cou!d make no progress 
with the Bill. A very slight Amendment 
to the next sub-section would meet all 
the difficulties which had been put for- 
ward. He intended to support the 
Government, in the hope tat after 
disposing of this Amendment they inight 
make some headway with the Bill. 


Mr. BLACK said it was a very extra- 
ordinary thing that not one Member 
on the Government side had supported 
the proposal of the Government. The 
Amendment was associated with the 
proviso in the clause, which was in the 
following terms— 


* Provided that on a representation received 
not later than October 25ib, 1905, from a 
county council, or from a town council, or 
from an existing school board, and from time 
to time after the commencement of this Act on 
a representation from a connty council, or 
from atown council, or from a school board, 
the Secretary for Seotland may, by order, 
determine that any two counties or that any 
two or more local government districts, shall, 
for the purposes of this Act. be combined into 
one education district, or that any county not 
divided into local government districts, or any 
local government district, shall, for the 
purposes of this Act, be divided into education 
distriets, and such education distriets shall be 
specified in the order; and a school board 
shall be established for each of the education 
districts so specified, 

Here they had a provision under which 
unsuitable counties could be sub-divided, 
and that was why he supported the 
Amendment. 


Question put. 


The House’ divided:—Ayes, 148; 
Noe:, 32. (Division List No. 282) 


AYES. 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Arrol, Sir William 


Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r Bingham, Lord 


Bartley, Sir George C. T. 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 


Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry | Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Lord Willoughby de Eresby. 


| Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW(Leeds | 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. id 
Banbury, Sir Frederick Geo. | Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLyna 


Bond, Edward 
Bowles, Lt-Col. H. F. (Middlesex) 
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Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- | Pym, C. Guy 

Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh. Graham, Henry Robert | Rankin, Sir James 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) Grant, Corrie ' Reid, James (Greenock, 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Grenfell, William Henry Reid, Sir, R Threshie(Dumfri: s 
Bull, William James Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry | Remnant, James Farquharsc: 
Buxton, N.E (York,NR,Whitby Harmsworth, R. Leicester Ridley, S. Forde 

Caldwell, James Heaton, John Henniker Litchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Campbell, Rt Hn. JA(Glasgow) Higham, John Sharp Robinson, Brooke 

Campbell, J-HM(Dublin Univ. | Hozier, Hn.James Henry Cecil | Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. Hudson, George Bickersteth Rutherford John (Lancashire) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. Hunt, Rowland Nadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. Isaacs, Rufus Daniel Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A(Worc. Jameson, Major J. Eustace Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Channing, Francis Allston Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred | Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew 
Cheetham, John Frederick Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton | Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea | Smith, RtHnJ. Parker(Lanarks 
Coghill, Douglas Harry Lamont, Norman Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) Lee, Arthur H.(Hants.Fareham | Stroyan, John 


Crombie, John William Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester 
Crooks, William Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth 
Gross, Alexander (Glasgow) Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Davenport, William Bromley Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. | Tomkinson, James 

Davies, M. Vaughan(Cardigan Lowe, Francis William Tutf, Charles 

Jenny, Colonel Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred lufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Dickson, Charles Scott Macdona, John Cum ning Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Maconochie, A. W. Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(Sheftield 
Dobbie, Joseph M‘Crae, George Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Nouglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- M'Iver, SirLewis(Ediaburgb,W | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) Maxwell, Rt. HnSirH. E(Wigt'n | Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Juke, Henry Edward Milner, Rt Hn. Sir Frederick G. | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Dunn, Sir William Milvain, Thomas Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
Sdwards, Frank Mitchell, William (Buraley Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Jgerton, Hn. A. de Tatton Morrison, James Archibald Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Slibank, Master of Morton, Arthur H. Avlmer Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


lice, Capt EC(SAndrw’sB’ghs Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
dlliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Ivans, Samuel T (Glamorgan) Nicholson, William Graham Yerburgh, Robert Armstrons 
Yerguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 

Yindlay, Alex. (Lanark, NE.) Parkes, Ebenezer TeLLeRS FOR THE AYES— 
Finlay, Rt HnSir RB(Inv’ra’ss — Percy, Earl Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
(Hadstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. Pretyman, Ernest George aud Mr. Henry Forster. 


todson, Sir Augustus Fredk. Purvis, Robert 


NOES. 
Baker, Joseph Allen ; Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall ; Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Bell, Richard Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington | Soares, Ernest J. 
srigg, John M’Kenna, Reginald | Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 
sright, Allan Heywood Maxwell, W. H (Dumfriesshire | Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen | Thomas, JA(Glamorgan,Gower 
Cameron, Robert Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Ure, Alexander 
Dalkeith, Earl of Nussey, Thomas Willans | Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Duncan, J. Hastings Parrott, William 
‘roddard, Daniel Ford Philipps, John Wynford TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. | Powell, Sir Francis Sharp | Lord Willoughby de Eresby 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. | Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine | and Mr Black. 
Lambert, George Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 
Langley, Batty Aussell, T. W 





Mr. CALDWELL moved an Amend- | authority to be set up under the Bill. 
ment, the effect of which was to| The effect of the clause, if passed as 
maintain the existing state of things | drafted, would be to abolish about 1,000 
under which every burgh and parish had | school boards. Upwards of 900 of these 
its own school board. He said the | were parish school boards, and fifty- 
Amendment raised one of the most seven were burgh school boards. Obvi- 
important points in connection with the|ously a change of that kind would 
whole Bill. It dealt with the education | require something very strong so justify 
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it. He had always advocated the old 
parochial school system of Scotland. He 
admired it in many respects as having 
been at the root of the success of Scottish 
education. In that respect Scotland 
differed in educational matters from any 
other country. If he felt strongly in 
the matter of preserving the parish area 
in Scotland as the unit for educational 
administration, it was because he had 
the idea that in that area, and that 
alone, education could be successfully 
conducted. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
called attention to the fact that there 
were not forty Members present. 


House counted, and forty Members 
being found present. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he wished to 
refer to the way in which this Bill affected 
the constituency of Mid-Lanark, which 
he represented. That constituency would 
be affected by the Bill in a manner 
more prejudicially than any other con- 
stituency in Scotland. The Middle Ward 
of Lanark had a population of 322,000 
at the present moment, and it had 
nineteen school boards. All these school 
boards had been carrying on very great 
work both in elementary and secondary 
education. If this Amendment were 
defeated these school boards would be 
entirely abolished. and in their place 
there would be set up only one school 
beard for the whole of that ward. The 
ward had not only a large population, but 
very large territorial area. It extended 
from Airdrie to Shotts, and the suggestion 
cf the Bill was that these nineteen school 
boards, against which not a single word 
had been said, should be abolished. 
Whatever argument might be used for 
abolishing these boards, inefficiency would 
not be urged against them. In the case 
of Buteshire, which had a population 
of about 18,641, there were to be three 
school boards, and one of these would 
be for the Island of Cumbre with a 
population of about 1,800. Could any- 
one conceive a more nonsensical system 
than that which they were asked to 
adopt ? When the principle of the Bill 
was applied it worked out by giving one 
school board for 1,800 inhabitants in 


Cumbre, and only one school board for 
Mr. Caldwell. 
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322,000 inhabitants in the populous and 
industrial centre of the Middle Ward of 
Lanark. 
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He {was curious to know what 
were the grounds upon which the Lord- 
Advocate could justify a change of that 
kind. There were no school boards in 
the whole kingdom—he did not take 
Scotland alone, but in this connection 
he included England—which had done 
their work more efficiently than the 
boards in the Middle Ward of Lanark- 


shire. He instanced Motherwell, which 
had a first - class secondary — school, 
where in the past work had _ been 


carried on successfully. Wishaw had 
one of the most important secondary 
and technical schools in the whole ot 
Scotland, and it was doing a great deal 
of good work suited to the particular 
industry which was carried on in the 
district, namely, coal and iron mining. 
At Larkhall there was another secondary 
school, and he would like to know what 
the Lord-Advocate had got to say against 
the school board of Larkhall. Had the 
Education Department got a single bad 
report in regard to the secondary educa- 
tion given in that school ? At Blantyre 
the school board had not limited itself 
to elementary education, secondary 
education was given at that place of a 
pretty high order. At Cambuslang, 
where the population consisted of the 
overflow of the middle class of Glasgow, 
people who lived in villadom, and where 
also there was an industrial population 
connected with the locality, the deepest 
interest was taken in the school work 
both in respect of elementary and secon- 
dary education. It had one of the best 
secondary schools in the kingdom, and 
the ve y best teachers were engaged to 
carry on the work, In regard to Hamil- 
ton, Airdrie, Coatbridge, and other places 
the same thing could be said. It was 
proposed by this Bill, which had been 
brought in without any justification, to 
dispossess these places of their school 
boards, and to put the whole area under 
one school board. The effect would be 
that the new school board would require 
a home somewhere. Probably it would 
be at Airdrie as perhaps the most popu- 
lous place in the district. If the board 
had not its headquarters at Airdrie, 
Glasgow might be chosen. The result 
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of that would be that the education 
affairs of the different parishes would be 
managed by representatives sent to that 
board who would not have the same 
local interest as was possessed at present 
by the members of the existing school 
boards. Wishaw, which had at present 
the full management of its own educa- 
tional affairs, would have one representa- 
tive on the new board. Who was to 
manage the schools which were now 
managed by the present school boards ? 
They would be managed by persons 
outside the district. Who were the 
parties who had been in favour of this 
change ¢ The Lord-Advocate very likely 
would say that Scottish opinion was 
unanimously in favour of the Bill. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark is not. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that was 
to sav that with that exception Scottish 
opinion was in favour of the Bill. He 
ventured to sav from communications 
he had received that that was not correct. 
The Lord-Advocate received deputations 
from one quarter in favour of the Bill, 
and they knew very well where those 
deputations came from. He remembered 
when Lord Balfour of Burleigh wished 
to introduce an Education Bill for Seot- 
land. he invited information and sugges- 
tions from all parties as to what should 
he put in the Bill. He never knew of 
anything more ridiculous, because when 
dealing with an Education Bill the framer 
ought himself to be able to deal with it 
on his own authority. If information 
was asked here and there they would 
get a hotch-potch Bill. 


Teachers were in favour of the wider 
area proposed by this Bill. They would 
have liked the county area, but the 
Government had gone between that and 
the parish area and had proposed the dis- 
trict area of the county. The Secondary 
School Teachers’ Association and the 
large burghs in Scotland were the only 
parties so far as he could discover who 
Were pressing this Bill forward. So 
far as he could gather, outside of the 
Teachers’ Union, the people of Scotland 
were in favour of letting things be as 
they were. ‘here was the strongest 
possible argument for that. The parish 
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area was to be the area for taxation 
under the Bill. The school buildings 
were to be separately charged to the 
parish area. It was said in the case of 
England that there was an anomaly 
about school boards because they were 
not rating bodies and that they only 
issued a precept to the rating bodies. 
It was said that that was an anachronism, 
and yet in Scotland the county councils 
were to be the rating authority for 
education. If they looked into the 
history of the parish area in Scotland, 
they had to go back a very long time. 
They had to go back to 1696. In Scotland 
the parish was not only the area for edu- 
cation, but for the Church, and the 
management of the poor. he parish 
was the area for everything relating 
to the social life and condition of 
the people, and it had continued so 
down to the present moment, when the 
(Government sought to abolish that area- 


The Committee had not yet had 
any reason assignéd why the change 
should be made. The Education Act of 
1872 made education compulsory, and 
school boards were appointed in every 
borough and parish m Scotland. The 
ratepavers in the different parishes had 
the opportunity of electing the school 
boards, and in that way they had the 
full management of their own parish 
education. They were now, under the 
proposal in the Bill, to have only one 
vote in the management of their own 
school, and other people were to have 
a share in the management, although the 
school might be one in the management 
of which they were not concerned. 
At the present moment working men were 
able to become members of the school 
board, and a great deai of educational 
work was done by that class. Men 
in the rank of life of the hon. Member 
for Woolwich, the hon. Member for 
Durham. and the hon. Member for 
Battersea woud have no possible chance 
of being on the new school board. In 
the parish area such men could attend 
board meetings. but in the larger area 
they would not be able to attend the 
board. A system which divorced the 
working classes not merely from having 
the full management of their parish school, 
but also divorced the great mass of 
the working classes from sitting on 





Til Education 


which the Committee wanted more 
justification than had vet been offered. 


Another reason why it was desirable 
to have the school board in the particular 
parish was that the school attendance 
committee had to consider questions 
as to whether certain children should 
be exempted from attending school. 
How would that be dealt with under 
the Bill? Of course they could not 
have the school boards sitting in a par- 
ticular locality hearing cases and de- 
ciding whether they would grant exemp- 
tions or not. It was an important 
matter to have men in the locality who 
knew the condition of the people, and 
who were able to decide in such cases from 
their own knowledge. In future, under 
the Bill, there would be managers com- 
posed of people outside the district 
altogether sitting in judgment on these 
cases. The majority of them would 
have no local knowledge, and perhaps 
no sympathy for the people. The Bill 
recognised that the district councils 
could not possibly perform the work 
themselves, and that there must 
delegation. At present school boards 
had the power of delegating a portion of 
their work to managers, but practically 
no managers had been appointed, as 
boards preferred to do the work them- 
selves. In the Bill proposed last year 
two-thirds of the managers in the case 
of a borough were to be elected by the 
town council, and two-thirds in the case 
of a parish were to be elected by the 
parish council or landward committee. 
Even that concession was taken away in 
the present Bill. Why wasit teken away ¢ 
The Lord-Advocate knew very well that 
it was taken away because the teachers 
did not want local control, The Bill now 
left even the appointment of managers 
in the hands of the school board, which 
would be composed to the extent of nine- 
tenths of aliens, so far as the parish was 
concerned, 


The intention of the policy pro- 
posed to be carried out was to centra- 
lise the control of education. The reason 
why the parish system was to be abolished 
and the larger a-ea adopted—a proposal 
which was being supported by the 
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would be more lavish expenditure with 
the wider area. They also considered 
that they would have a larger field for 
promotion, His own view was. that 
instead of there being a larger there would 
be a smaller field for promotion. If a 
vacancy occured in aschool at Wishaw o7 
Larkhall at the present moment the 
school board of the particular parish in- 
terested would consider how it was to be 
filled up, and if they wanted a superior 
teacher they would have no difficulty in 
giving an increased salary to the man 
they wanted. But if Wishaw or Lark- 
hall only formed part of a wider area a 
teacher would get promotion from 
another schoo] in that area, though he 
might not be a man of the superior class 
whose services the board could at present 
command. It was obvious that educa- 
tional progress would be more likely if 
they had one district competing against 
another for teachers than if the appoint- 
ments were in the hands of one board 
acting for a wide area. A district ot a 
county which might be quite suitable as 
an administrative unit in connection 
with such questions as cattle disease 
and the maintenance of roads might not 
be a suitable area for education purposes. 
Edueation had to deal with population 
alone, and the administrative area 
should not be one which had no relation 
to the population of the locality. 


He had not heard an argument based on 
educational considerations in favour ot 
the proposed change. It had not been 
shown why for the sake of 20,000 children 
attending the secondary schools the 
schoo] board areas were to be changed 
for 800,000 children in the elementary 
schools, As a rule working men took 
more interest in the education given 
in the schools than in the particular 
rate imposed for education. The 
amount of the assessment might be a 
very small matter on a £5 reat, but it 
was of great importance that the educa- 
tion given should be of the best quality. 
If the area under the administration of 
a board was so large that its members 
were not in the same degree represen- 
tative of the different localities as the 
members of smaller boards, the popular 
interest in education might be diminished, 
and the electors might be swayed more 
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by the amount of the rate than the | 
promotion of education. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 19, to leave out from the 
word ‘each,’ to the end of line 24, and insert 
the words ‘ parish and burgh in Seotland.’ ”— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


(juestion proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


” 
clause. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON said he was 
anxious to know what the Lord-Advocate 
would say in reply to the powerful speech 
of his hon. friend the Member for Mid 
Lanark. It appeared to him that, so far 
as anomalies were concerned, the pro- 
posals brought torward by the President 
of the Local Government Board for the 
redistribution of seats were not so great 
as the anomalies contained in this Bill. 
It seemed to him to be absolutely pre- 
posterous that there should be a school 
board for Cumbrae with a population of 
1,800, and only one school board for Mid 
Lanark with a population of 522,000. 
He reminded the Committee that some 
of the parishes in Scotland were very 
large. The parish in which he was born 
Was twenty miles long by eight miles 
broad. He considered that was 
suilclently large for an education area. 
Although the people of Scotland wanted 
an Education Bill passed, he did not 
think they wanted this special Bill. He 
would like to see the parish retained as | 
the unit for elementary education. — If 
that could be done, and if there was a 
power of amalgamation for secondary and 
technica! education, then, and then only, 
would they get a Bill acceptable to 
Scorland. He was most anxious to see. 
the Bill passed, but he really was at a 
loss to know what the Lord-Advocate 
would be able to say in reply to the 
indictment of the hon. Member for Mid- 
Lanark, 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he had 
difficulty in understanding the position 
taken up by the hon. Member for Clack- | 
mannan, who said that the people of Scot- | 
land desired an Education Bill, but did 
not desire this Education Bill, and then 
concluded by remarking that he desired 
tose this Bill passed. 
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Mr. EUGENE WASON: With Amend- 


ments. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he had 
correctly represented what the hon. 
Member stated. Heasked the Committee 
to consider what the position was, Of 
course, the Amendment struck at the 
very root of the Bill, and, if it were 
carried, the Bill necessarily went. 


Mr. CALDWELL. Hear, hear! 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said the 
hon. Member who proposed the 
Amendment evidently recognised that. 
that was so. Yet he was a party to 
allowing the Second Reading to pass 
without a division—which was to say 
that he was satisfied with the principle 
of the Bill. 


Mr. CALDWELL: No, no! The 
Lord-Advocate would not suppose that 
I would call a division of my own Motion. 
I reserved my objections till the Com- 
m.ttee stage. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that his. 
objection was that this Amendment 
struck at the principle of the Bill. 
More than that, this wes practically the 
same Amendment which the hon, Mem- 
ber proposed last year, and which 
received so little support that he did 
not challenge a division. 


Mr. CALDWELL: Since last year 
public opinion in Scotland has got more: 
developed, and it is now very much 
stronger against the abolition of the 
parish areas. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that he 
had had a fair amount of opportunity of 
ascertaining what public opinion in 
Scotland was, and, so far as he could 
judge, there was an overwhelming 
majority in favour of the Bill as it stood, 
even without amendment, rather than 
lose it. Last year, when the same 
Amendment was proposed, the hon. and 
learned Member for the Border Burghs. 
said he was bound to accept the proposal 
of the Bill in favour of districts on 
the assumption that some provision 
would be made for  sub-dividing 
districts in the case of huge extents. 
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of territory or large masses of popula- 
tion. That assumption had been 
given efiect to by the proviso intro- 
duced into the Bill. Therefore, the 
hon. and learned Gentleman stood bound 
to oppose the Amendment and to sup- 
port the proposal of the Bill. The hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark assented to 
the statement that the Amendment 
would strike at the principle of the Bill, 
and that he would defend the small 
parish areas as suitable for the educa- 
tional needs of the country. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON: I do. 


Mr. HUNIER CRAIG: As confined 
10 elementary «ducation—Yes. 


Who is 
you 
and 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: 
there among us who will say that 
are to separate elementary 
secondary education ? 


Mr. CALDWELL: When did 
discover that the present system Was 
so inefficient? We never heard any 
dissatisfaction until the Bill was brought 
in last year. 


you 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said the 
position of the Government was not 
one of complaint against the existing 
school boards, which had ably discharged 
their duties, but they recognised that 
the situation had changed, and that the 
time had come when they must adapt 
their educational system to the needs 
of the country. Hon. Members opposite 
conld not even agree emong themse'ves. 
[Oprosir1on cries of “Oh.”7] There 
Wes ro vice in that surely. The rght 
hen. Gentleman the Member for Aberdeen 
had interposed in the debate, and the 
hon. and learned Member fo: the Border 
Durghs afterwards got up to controvert 
the views of his right hon. friend. That 
was a distinct instance of want of agree- 
ment between two eminent Members 
for Scotland in regaid to an educational 
policy for Scotland. He had under- 
siood that there was a general agtee- 
ment amongst all educationalists that 
secondary and elementary education 
should be placed under the same 
control He had also understood 
that there was a general agreement 
that the smaller aiea should no 


Mr. Scott Dickson. 
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in all their branches and they must have 
a large area. He agreed that the local 
government district was open to com. 
ment. It had never been said that jt 
was perfect, but it had been put forward 
as the best area they could get. Lar e 
powers had been given to provide fer 
aggregation or distribution in areas 
which required it. The result of the 
Bill would Le that the districts pro. 
posed would be an immense improvement 
upon the existing parish areas so far as 
the management and conduct of their 
educational work was concerned. No 
reason had been advanced for departing 
from the position taken up last year. 
On the contrary, public opinion in Scot- 
land was immensely in favour of the Bill, 
and there would be very great dissatis- 
faction if a Bill, which the vast majority 
of those interested in education in Scot- 
land believed to he a long way in advance 
of anything that now existed or had 
heretofore been proposed, was endangered 
or lost by reason of the discussions in 
this House. [OppostT10oN cries of 
“Oh.”] He was sure he had not said 
anything that was discourteous, or that 
could be taken exception to. He was 
quite satisfied that public opinion in 
Scotland wished this Bill, and that it 
would be greatly dissatistied ‘f it were 
not passed. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burgis): 
Why, you have put down a whole lot of 
Amendments yourselves. 


Mr. BLACK: Do you tell us this ts 
not a proper place to discuss the Bill ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that the 
country would judge. Al! he submit:ed 
to the Committee was that the arguments 
which the hon. Member had submitted in 
favour of this proposal—the same «s 
those he submitted last vear—should be 
treated as they were then treated, and 
that the House should agree with the 
Government that the proposals in the 
Bill were better calculated to advance 
the interests of Scotch education, and to 
effect a great improvement on what 
existed ut the present time. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumiries Burghs) 
said that the Lord-Advocate had directed 
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quite a small part of his speech to the 
particular Amendment before the House. 
For his part he was not opposed to the 
views of the Lord-Advocate; and he 
agreed that it would be preferable to 
accept the Government proposals rather 
than to sacrifice the Bill; if, indeed, the 
passage of the Bill depended upon that 
acceptation. A good many of the 
S-ottish Members had exercised consider- 
able self-restraint during the discussion 
aad desired to do nothing that would 
prevent the Bill from passing. Last year 
the Bill might have been passed into law 
had a little more time been given to it 
by the Government. Everybody knew 
that; but, no, it was relegited to the 
dog days, and they were told that 
wiless they despatched the Amendments 
in a few hours instead of days, the Bill 
could not pass, This yearthey had come 
to the even more sorry spectacle of the 
House being engaged on a Bill, the Second 
teading of which had been pissed without 
a division, but to which the Government 
had not the slightest intention of giving 
sufficient time to enable it to pass. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said that the hon. 
and learned Member’s remarks were 
rather wide of the discussion of the 
Amendment. 


Sir ROBERT REID said he would 
not pursue that subject further beyond 
saying that the Government had only 
given four hours that afternoon for the 
purpose of considering what the Lord- 
Advocate had himself admitted to 
be an enormous and very serious 
question. All he could say was that the 
Government had no intention or idea of 
passing this Bill; and that they did not 
think it necessary or worth while to give 
proper time for the discussion of Scotch 
business. What they had said before 
and would say again in Scotland was 
that the business of Scotland was treated 
with contempt by the Government that 
was now in power. 


*Mr. AINSWORTH said he was in- 
eiined to suggest an Amendment by 
vhich the parish should be acknowledged 
as the unit, but that the Secretary for 
Scotland should have the power, if he 
tought fit, to combine for educational 
purposes, 


more than one parish or 
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burgh. He thought it would meet the 
views of all parties. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that like many 
of his hon. friends he had refrained 
from taking part in the debate with 
the view of preventing the Govern- 
ment trying to place the responsibility 
of the non-passage of this Bill on the 
shoulders of the Opposition. He was 
surprised that the Lord-Advocate, who 
was usually so conciliatory, should have 
levelled a totally unfounded charge 
aginst the Opposition. That charge was 
that if this Bill was not allowed to pass 
it would be on account of prolonged 
discussion. Did the Lord-Advocate mean 
t» suggest that this Bill, affecting the 
whole of Scotland, was to pass without 
any discussion at all? Did the right 
hon, Gentleman suggest that there had 
been any undue discussion? It was not 
fair on the part of the Government, 
when they brought forward a Bill of the 
greatest importance to Scotland, that 
they should take sh:lter from thir own 
delinquincies and place the blame on the 
shoulders of the Opposition. If the 
Government had thought anything of 
this Bill they would have brought it 
forward and had it discvssed earlier in 
the session. The fact was that it was 
the Eton and Harrow cricket mitch that 
day which was responsible, he supposed, 
for the Bill having been put down at all. 
Yet he believed there was a general 
desire that the Bill should pass with 
proper Amendments, and in passing 
it the Lord-Advocate would have the 
hearty co-operation of many Members on 
that side of the House. He would 
rather s*e the Bill openly and promptly 
sacrificed than—— 


Tae CHAIRMAN: Order, ord>r! 
The hon. Member must come to the 
Amendment. 


Mr. DALZIEL sad it was only a 
question of time. He confessed he had 
been led away by the most discursive 
end argumentative speech of the Lord 
Advocate on the general point. The 
question was whether th2y ought not to 
retain the parish area as the unit ia 
connection with elementary education. 
He confessed he had listened wich 
astonishment to the indictment which the 
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Lord - Advocate had made as to the 
working of the present system. The 
Lord- Advocate had said that the present 
system had been a complete and absolute 
failure, and that the whole of Scotland 
recognised it. Now, that was a totally 
unwarranted statement. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that that 
was not a statement made by him. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that, then, he did 
not know what the ].ord-Advocate meant. 
The hon. and learned Gentleman had said 
that the parish authority had not been a 
success, and that therefore these increased 
powers ought to be given. He contended 
that there was no person in authority in 
Scotland who would dare go before any 
representative public meeting and con- 
demn the way in which the work of 
education had been carried on by the 
parish school boards. It was the 
proudest boast of Scotland that boys had 
been sent out from the parish school 
board schools and had taken dis- 
tinguished places in every part of the 
world; and, therefore, he had heard with 
surprise and indignation the reflections 
which the Lord-Advocate had made on 
the present s‘hcol authorities, The 
question was whether they should have 
a larger area than the parish. It was 
true that in regard to farticular 
parishes the local school board had 
fuller knowledge of the wants of the 
d'strict than a board representing a 
larger ar'a would possess. Then under 
the scheme of the Bill they would require 
to have as representatives on the board 
men of wealth and leisure. He acknow- 
ledged that for secondary education there 
was something to be said for having a 
larger area; but he insisted that for 
elementary education the areas should be 
kept exactly as they were. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said that the 
inadequate opportunities for discussion on 
the Bill required no demonstration, and it 
was out of the question for the Lord- 
Advocate to deprecate discussion in this 
House on this most important question. 
As to differences of opinion among the 
Opposition, they would be in a sorry 
case if, on the Committee stage of a 
serious and important Bill, they might 
not exchange ideas in regard to the best 


Mr. Dalziel. 
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lines of educational development for their 
country. He did not think that the 
Lord - Advccate quite appreciated the 
development of opinion in Scotland in 
regard to this question. He had already 
given one notable instance of that which 
ought to have been taken into account 
viz., the opinions expressed by the For- 
farshire school boards. He quite took it 
from his hon, and Jearned friend that 
there was no intention on his part to make 
derogatory remarks on existing school 
boards. One of the most valuable re- 
ports of the past year was that of the 
Port Glasgow School Board, one sen- 
tence of which was relevant to the 
Amendment before the Committee. It 
was to the effect that the provisions in 
the Bill for the extension of the area and 
the supersession of the existing school 
boards were such as practically to ignere 
the right of parents in each locality to 
have a direct voice in the management of 
the schools in the area. Another school 
beard reported that the areas proposed 
in the Bill were too large, and, if carried 
into effect, would be the means of des- 
troving to alarge extent the loc:] interest 
in the schools. Further, that schoo} 
beard declared that, if the propcsed ares 
were agreed to, very few local gentlemen 
would have the means or the time to 
travel to the meetings of the board, and 
consequently the selection of the repre- 
sentatives would be limited to candidates 
of wealth and leisure. In the clause 
under discussion, he quite granted that 
the Government had gone some way to 
meet the argument presented, because 
amongst ‘powers of aggregation there 
were also powers of division; but. that 
power of division into education districts 
was only permissible on the sanction of 
Dover House. They did not desire to 
hand over that power to the gentlemen 
in Dover House, however eminent they 
might be. He believed that if the old 
parcchial areas were retained for the 
purposes of elementary education, with 
power given to them to combine for 
secondary and technical education, even 
thougi they were supervised from 
Whitehall, it would be greatly to the 
interest of education in Scotland. 


Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkcud- 
brightshire) said that he had hd a large 
practical experience of school board 
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work during the last thirty years, 
and he admitted that he would part com- 
pany with the old system with much 
segret. A great deal more interest used 
to be taken in the management of 
education than now; but he concurred 
with the Lord- Advocate that the time had 
come when they should have a more 
extended sphere of educational manage- 
ment. He did not think that they would 
lose local interest if they parted with the 
old system. The schools were not to 
cease to exist, and the boards would 
practically remain the same as they were 
before. Although the managers would 
not be elected directly to that position, 
in all probability they would be taken 
from the members of the parish councils. 
He would rather have the Bill as a whole 
as it stood than lose the opportunity 
of passing a Bill at all. There were 
several points with which the existing 
school boards could not adequately 
deal: and it was not to be wondered 
at that the teachers came and asked 
Parliament to pass this Bill. Under 
existing conditions they were subject 
to very considerable hardships. If 
a good teacher was appointed to a 
rural schooi, he remained there to the 
end of his days; but the Bill proposed 


to deal quite impartially with the whole | 


system of teaching in the county ; and he 
thought the teachers would have a much 
greater chanceof promotionunder the pro- 
posed newly constituted authority than 
under the old system, Again, what could 
the present members of the school boards 
know of secondary education? He be- 
lieved that 90 per cent. of the Seotch 
Members were willing that this Bul 
should pass, and he asked the Lord-Ad- 
vocate to induce, in the course of the 
week, the Government to give a few 
more days to carry the Bill into law this 
Session. 


Mr. DOBBIE said that the Lord- 
Advocate had perhaps minimised the 
feeling in Scotland upon the question 
under discussion. He had a report from 


the school board of Port Glasgow, a most 
important industrial centre in the West of 
Scotland, which stated that some of the 
features of this Bill were moet objection- 
able, especially the provision for the 
extension of the areas, which practically 
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ignored the right of parents in each 
locality to take part in the management 
of the schools. Undoubtedly public 
feeling in Scotland was developing on 
the lines indicated by the hon. Member 
for Mid.-Lanark. His own opinion, how- 
ever, Was that the larger area proposed 
by the Bill was an improvement, and 
he should therefore vote against the 
Amendment. 


Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) said he regretted that 
the Lord-Advocate had introduced into 
this discussion a degree of animadversion 
which he thought the Committee had 
done nothing to justify. There was 
only one day’s debate on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, and now they had 
only this short time given to begin with 
for the Committee stage. A supporter of 
the right hon. Gentleman had moved an 
Amendment which oceupied one or two 
hours, finding many supporters on the 
Ministerial Benches, and because of that 
the Lord-Advocate told them that if the 
discussions were prolonged at the same 
length Scotland would be deprived of 
the advantages of this Bill. But, 
unfortunately, the House had a duty 
to perform in regard to this or any other 
Bill; he held that the edge of fair 
discussion had not yet been reached. In 
any case the Lord-Advocate’s lecture was 
premature, as this was only the second 
day on the Bill. With regard to the 
Amendment he had to say that he 
thought it was a thousand pities that 
the (Government ever contemplate 
interfering with the parish school boards 
of Scotland. No doubt, as they had 
slaughtered the school boards in England, 
they thought it would be inconsistent if, 
having to remodel Scottish education, 
they did not abolish the school boards 
in Scotland also. Local control had 
heen the corner-stone of the education 
system in Scotland through all the 
generations of the past, even in the old 
days when the parish minister was the 
principal loca! authority; and he was 
enough of a democrat to betieve 
that such local control was a most 
essential point in regard especially to 
primary education, which concerned the 
great mass of the people. They did not 
keep up the same control if they took the 
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larger district of the county. Now the 
control would be left to the managers who 
were to be appointed and who would be 
only the agents of this h'gher authority. 
When the Lord-Advocate said that the 
whole of Scotland was waiting and 
gasping for this Bill to pass, he could tell 
him this—and he thought he could pit 
his knowledge of Scotland against that of 
the right hon, Gentleman-—that so far as 
his knowledge of Scotland went, and also 
his conception of the genius and general 
sympathies of the Scottish peopl:, he 
believed that nine-tenths of the people 
were opposed to the abolition of the 
parish school boards, however much they 
might approve of other parts of the Bill. 


The people of Scotland were not all 
composed of schoolmasters who were, no 


doubt, in favour of it, or philosophers, | 


dreamers, or doctrinaires, and all those 


who had had a hand in creating this | 
ridiculous co-ordmation system which | 
had played havoc in many instances and | 
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which they could erect in the vicinity of 
the parish to carry on the great work 
upon which the prosperity of their 
country had so largely depended in the 
past. 
‘ 

| Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
| Partick) said he would like to have the 
| opinion of the four right hon, Gentlemen 
| opposite upon the speech which the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Oppo- 
| sition had just made, as to whether they 
| signified their desire to return to the old 
| parish system. 








| Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


I never said so, 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said he cer- 
tainly understood that the right hon, 
Gentleman regarded the large develop- 
ment of secondary schools as apparently 
superfluous and unnecessary. 


respects with English education, and | 


which he did not expect would do much | 


good to Scotland. The Scotch were a 
plain people who wished their children to 
be properly educated in the parish schools, 
by the parish schoolmaster, up to the time 
they went to the University. This 
system of secondary and technieal educa- 
tion might be wanted in some parts of 
Scotland, but if it was, why was it not 
possible to have it going on side by side 
with the old system with all its benefits. 
It was because this part of the Bill 
abolished the old parish connection that 
he suould heartily support the Amend- 
ment of his hon, friend. Tt would 
be quite possible, of course, to enlarge 
certain areas, for some of the present 
areas were tco small. He was, he believed, 
the only survivor in the House of those 
who took part in Lord Young’s Act of 
1872, and he remembered either moving 
or at least putting on the Paper an 
Amendment on this very point, that 
parishes should have the power of uniting 
under proper control for the purpose of 
eflicient management. With that thev 
got all the advantage they required, and 
that, of course, would be consistent with 
maintaining throughout the country the 
school boards which had dene such 


splendid scrvice in the past, and which 
were better than any fantastic alien body 
Su LL, Campbell-Bannerman. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said, on the contrary, he said exactly the 
reverse. What he said was that he did 
not wish to destroy the old system which 
should, in his opinion, be carried on side 
by side with the new, which the changing 
conditions in Scotland made necessary. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH accepted the 
explanation of the right hon. Gentleman, 
and said it appeared to him that the 
right hon, Gentleman had by his speech 
opened up a very large and bold question 
which he (Mr. Parker Smith) thought was 
settled years ago. Was that the spirit in 
which the Opposition were going to dis 
cuss this Bill? Was that the spirit in 
which, in the opinion of hon. (en- 
tlemen opposite, the Scotch people 
expected it to be discussed? The quts- 
tion raised in the Bill was one of the 
most important questions that could be 
raised with regard to Scotland, but if all 
these points were to be regarded as open 
questions, and were all to be argued out 
from beginning to end, it was not ore 
cay but a whole session that would be 
required to force the passage of this Bill. 
It would, however, be clear to people here 
and in Scotland, and to all those strangers 
who took a great interest in the Bill—— 




















785 Education 

Mr. DALZIEL, on a point of order, 
asked whether, he having been called to 
order for referring to the general state of 
the Bill, the hon. Member now addressing 
the Committee was in order in taking the 


same course. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH asked whether 
it was not the fact that the question had 
been opened up by several speakers on 
the other side, and whether, that being 
so, he was not entitled to reply. 


Tne CHAIRMAN sa‘d an opening 
had been given by the Lord-Advocate 
in his speech, and that being so, he 


latitude to one or two speakers, The 
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‘carried on more efficiently or 


son 
ob 


(Scotlund) Bill. 
Me. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.) said 
he had had no special desire to intervene 


in the discussion, but after what had 
been said he felt constrained to show 
the Committee how this matter affected 
his own district. The school boards of 
the various parishes had done their 
work most efficiently, and he could not 
conceive that the work could be better 


1 


done, Hethought the proposed change 
would killa great deal of the local interest, 
and he wished emphatically to say that he 
did not believe that the larger school 
board area would ensure the work being 


more 


| economically than it was being carried on 


| by the present authorities in the parish 
(the Deputy-Chairman) had allowed some | 


debate had since continued on the same | 


lines and he felt he could not rule it 
out of order on accouut of the Lord- 


Advocate having introduced it. 


whether 


Mr. DALZIEL the 


Committee was to understand from that 


asked 


ruling that this discursive debate was 
entirely due to the speech of the Lord- 
Advocate. 

CHAIRMAN | said he 
that. 
to convey to the Committee the reason 


THE 


not admit He only desired 


why he had allowed some latitude, 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said he would not 
pursue the subject further. 


areas in and round Motherwell. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) ad- 
initted that difficult 
question, which all 
pecple in did not think 
alike, that had 
come to was that, taking Scotlind as 


this was a very 
and 
Scotland 


The conclusion 


one upon 


he 
a whole, the system of this Bill was 


the only system upon which education 
could be conducted; There might be some 


/improvements made in the Bill, because 


‘he was satisfied that many people in 


could | 


Scotland held 


with regard to parting with the old 


wu very strong opiuion 


school boards, and he thought some- 


thing might be done to ameliorate that 


Speaking for himself, he was so anxious 


'to get the new system introduced into 


But having | 


regard to the fact that the spe ches_ 


the people of Scotland might be perfectly 
able to judge on which side was the 


desire to pass the Bill into law. 


} 


| way to take the Bill as it stood. 


Scotland, so conscious of the extent 


f 'to which Scottish education was suffer- 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite enjoyed a | , | ; 
ae é {ing from want of a new instrument, 
certain consideration in Scotland, he also | 
; Si /so) much 
desired to state his view in order that | 


moved by appeais which 
reached him by every post to get the 


Bill through, that he would go a long 
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Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, N.W.) | 
said the hon. Member who had just sat 
down was so laudably anxious to spread 
secondary education in Scotland that 
overlooked — the 
interests of elementary education. 


real 
Had 


the Government, in dealing with the 


he sometimes 


English Bill, contined themselves to the 
lines suggested by his right hon. friend 
below, they would not have tampered 
with elementary education in the way 
they had. It had not 
that the larger areas had been a success: 


been proved 


He ventured to say that all those 


actually interested im progressive 


education found the areas over which 
they had to preside altogether tov large 
them to keep in 


to enable personal 


contact with the work, so that the 
Act had become an officials’ Act, to be 
worked mainly by officials. The general 
interest which was taken in the parish 
schools in davs gone by had disap- 
peared owing to the treatment of the 
could not order 
lead 


voy to the education authority. He 


managers, who now 


so much as a pencil without 
quite agreed that there were in Scot- 
land, as there were in the past in England, 
very small parish school boards, and 
it would be better to 


join two 


or three together. But it was not 
necessary to destroy the parish school 
boards and the direct contact of the 
parents with them in order to do that. 
In England they had done their best to 
make secondary education an absolutely 
separate work, and they had not found 
that the principle of co-ordination could 
be carried out in the way in which 
it was first supposed it vould be. He 
therefore felt satisfied, from his experi- 
ence of the working of the Act in 


England, that, so far as Scotland was 
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concerned, both on the ground of 
economy and of efficiency, it would 
have been far better to have enlarged 
the area of a few of the smaller schoo! 
boards in Scotland, but to have main- 
tained for the most part the parish 
unit intact. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, referring to the 
remarks of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Partick, pointed out 
that only yesterday morning forty new 
Amendments were put on the Paper in 
the name of the Lord-Advocate. In 
view of that fact, were they to be told 
that they were doing anything at all 


un‘air in considering ove of the most 


important Amendments that could 
possibly be discussed ? 
Mr. SCV! DICKSON | said the 


Amendments standing in his name were 
put down merely that hon. Members on 
both sides of the House might ascertain 
the Amendments he was prepare! to 
accept. 


Mr. BUCHANAN replied that that 
did not vitiate his point, which was that 
it was only yesterday that they got an 
idea of what the intentions of the Govern- 
ment were. There were yesterday morn- 
ing 360 odd Amendments on the Paper. 
More 


name of hon. Gentlemen opposite, and a 


than half of these stood in the 
large number of them in the name of the 
tight hon. Member for Partick himself. 
In these circumstances it was absurd to 
bring railing accusations against hon, 
Gentlemen on that side of the House. 


Tur CHAIRMAN thought the hon. 


Gentleman had better address himself 


to the Amendment. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN said the right hon. | parishes, and he was not moving the ex- 


Gentleman the Member for Partick had 
made a variety of charges against the 
Leader of the Opposition, and all he 


units. 


desired to point out was that there was 


another side to the question. 


Mr. CALDWELL 


ment did not include the combination of 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Alltusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO 
Arrol, Str William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manech’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.( Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. (Shropsh.) 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. HnJd.A.(Wore. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bronley 
Dickson, Charles Seout 
Dixon-Hartand, SirFred. Dixon 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro{(Leith) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


said his 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


isting state of things, 


He was moving to 


take the parishes and burgus as the 


Question put. 


Amend- | 


. = 
Noes, 67. 


AYES, 


Kinch, Rt. Elon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHn.Sirk. B.( Inv rn’ss 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Graham, Henry Robert 


| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 








Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd@nderry 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Howard, J. (Midd, Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCeci! 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.s. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,s 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dunifriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Morrison, James Archibald 


| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


The Committee divide 1:—Ayes, 150; 
(Division List No. 283.) 


) Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
2eid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Xidley, 8. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt.Hon.Chas.Thomsen 
toberts, Samuel (Sheftield 
Aobertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 

tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Rt.HnJParker(Lanark- 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 

Tutf, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexande: 

Walle ce, Robert 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (‘Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yorks. 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 








TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Mr. Henry Forster 
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Ainsworth, John Stirling 


Austin, Sir John 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 71 
Black, Alexander William 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 





{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Findlay, Alexander (LanarkNE 
Fowler, Rt. Hon Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Higham, John Sharp 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Leese, Sir JosephF.(Accrington 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Crae, George 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | 
Rt.Hn.John(Montrose | 


Morley, 
Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N 
Parrott, William 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Russell, T. W. 

Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw. Thomas (Hawick B.) 
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Shipman, Dr. Jobn G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire 
Slack, John (Bamford 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Taylor, "Theodore ( . (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen.£.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(( ‘lamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin, ( reorge 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, John Cathe -art(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
| Yoxall, James Henry 





| a hd 

| "TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
| Mr. Caldwell and Mr. Eugene 
| Wason 





Mr. BLACK said the Amendment he 
moved was an attempt to safeguard the 
rights of parish councils in the event of an 
order by the Secretary for Scotland being 
contemplated for dividing or combining 


If the Bill 


passed as it stood, the only authorities 


areas proposed in the Bill, 


who would be allowed to make represeuta- 
tions to the Secretary for Scotland were 
or the town council or the 
He thought he 


would carry the Committee with him in 


the county 


enlarged school board. 


suggesting that the parish council should 
be entitled to come forward to the Secre- 
tary for Scotland and say that in the 
interests of local control over education 
the district proposed by the Bill should 
be split up so as to preserve the local 
control which he was sure al] desired. 


He hegged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 6, after the word ‘board 


(Juesi‘on proposed, “* That those words 


be there inserted.” 
DICKSON © said he 
would not be 


Mr. SCOTT 
hoped the Amendment 
pressed, Until the Bill was passed the 
existing school board would be able to 
make representations, and after the Bill 
was passed the enlarged school board 
would be able to do so. Surely the 
interests of education would be sutticiently 
attended to by the representations which 
could be made either by the school hoard 


ov by the county council. 


Mr. CALDWELL that the 


Amendment was necessary. 


urged 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that the 
| matter was not of great importance, and if 
Member wished to press the 
| Amendment he had no objection. 


‘the hon. 


nee | 


to insert the words ‘or froma parish council.’ ”’ 


—( My. Black.) 


Question put, and wgreed to, 





2 


he 
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Mr. BLACK said the next Amend 
ment standing in his name was intended 
to provide for the case of an order 
dividing or combining districts before the 
As the Bill at 
present stood, if the Secretary for Scot- 


Act came into operation, 


land made a division or amalgamation he 
cout] do so without consulting anybody 
and without giving notice to anybody. 
His Amendment was to provide that 
before the change took place, and before 
a county or district was joined to or 
divided from another, due notice should 
be given to all parties interested. His 
Amendment also provided that any of the 
local authorities interested or any twenty 
ratepayers might appear before the Secre- 
tary for Scotland and plead their case for 
oragainst amalgamation or division. He 


begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 14, at the end to insert the 
words, ‘Provided further that an order made 
under this section shall not come into force until 
one month after the same has been published in 
at least one newspayer circulating in the neigh- 
bourhood affeeted by the order during which 
period it shall be competent for any local 
authority or any twenty ratepayers within or 
ordering upon the area affected by such order 
to present a requisition for a hearing thereon, 
and on receiving such a requisition the Secre- 
tary for Seotland shall appoint a convenient 
tine and place for hearing parties, and he 
shall then and there, either by himself or 
by a proper person as his depute, hear parties 
asto such order, and shall at his sole discretion 
orat the sole discretion ‘of his depute receive 
evidence written or oral and shall determine 
inthe matter as may seem just.” °—(.V/r. Lack.) 


Question proposed, ‘That these words | 
- Section 50 the first school board was to 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. CALDWELL said that under this 
proviso a most important change might 
be effected without any intimation to the 


people of the district coreeined. Surely 
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a proposal to reduce a county area into a 
district or parish area was a vital one and 
the inhabitants affected ought to have an 
opportunity of making representations 
before the Secretary for Scotland came to 
any decision on it. Would it be right to 
create a new school board district just 
before the Act came into operation, 
without hearing the parties vitally con- 
cerned? ‘They were already trying to 
leave out certain adjuncts, such as Leith 
from Edinburgh and Govan from Glasgow, 
but of what use was it for them to do 
that if the Secretary for Scotland was to 
be able, by a stroke of the pen, to 
practically undo all that had been done 
Why 


should not notice be given in the same 


or that was contained in the Bill! 


way as when alterations were proposed 
Joundaries Act of 1894. In 


that case it was provided that the Secre- 


under the 


tary for Scotland should hold an inquiry 
and give complete notice in the Edinburgh 
Gazette and in the newspapers, so that 
every person having an interest should 
have an opportunity of being heard, 
Even if this proposal were carried the 
Secretary for Scotland would have the 
most absolute power to make any change 
he thought fit. The only effect of carrying 


the Amendment would be to ensure that 


persons affected would have an oppor- 


tunity of being heard, 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said this matter 
had not been overlooked, but the question 
was whether time would allow of doing 
as suggested in the Amendm-nt. Under 
be elected on April Ist, 1£06, and while 
he did not dispute the reasonableness of 
the hon. Member's proposal, he did doubt 
whether there would be time betwee. the 


passing of the Act and the making of the 
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necessary arrangements which would have | 

: | 
to precede the election, to hold such an | 


inquiry as was suggested. He was quite | 
| 
| 
He could not accept the Amendment | 


willing, however, to consider the point. 
now. It must be remembered that the | 
Secretary for Scotland could not act on | 
his own initiative; he had to be set in | 


motion representations trom the | 


county council or the school board or 


by 


some other public body. Those bodies | 
would necessarily take some time to con- | 
sider whether representations should be 
made, and then the Secretary for Scotland 
would probably require to communicate 


with them before coming to a conclusion. 


Then a month would be required for 


advettising purposes, and more time) 
must be allowed for the consideration of | 
evidence either oral or written, and the | 
matter would have to be further con- | 
the ot 
d-liverance which must be made before | 
April, 1906, 
arrangements to be made for an election | 
at that date. Ifthe hon. Member, how- | 


| 
ever, would withdraw the Amendment | 


sidered before issue a final 


so as to enable proper | 


he would undertake to reconsider the | 
matter, although he could not pledge | 
himself that that reconsideration would | 
result ina favourable answer. 
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to consider either now or at some future 
time the question of dividing a large 
area Into small areas he should as far as 
possible have regard to the school board 
districts under the existing laws. or 
such aggregation thereof as might 
for educational purposes solely seem 


best. The object of introducing the 


'word “solely” was to be found in 


the fact that the districts proposed in 
the Bill were admittedly in many cases 
entirely unsuitable for education, and 
when the right hon, Gentleman came to 
the task of dividing them it was on'y 
right and reasonable he should have 
special regard to educational convenience. 
If the right hon. Gentleman would accept 
this Amendment it would go far towards 
meeting the views of hon. Members on 
both sides of the House. 
be desirable that the right hon. Gentle- 


It would also 


man should keep in view the securing of 
& convenient centre with good means of 
communication so that pupils living at 
home might be able to attend the school 
of the district to 
attached. Furiher, regard should be had 
to the efficiency of the facilities provided 


which they were 


in existing schools for purposes of both 


-e'ementary and secondary education. 


To this proviso he attached much im- 


Mr. CALDWELL thought the sugges: | 


portance, and where schools were so 


tion a reasonable one, but pointed out | Conducted that they were unable to 
that the cases in which the suggested | Send their pupils direct to the University 
inquiry would be necessary would | they should be made the centre of the 


probably be very few indeed. district, 


Mr. BLACK: Under the circumstances Amendment proposed— 


| 

| 

| 

| 
Task leave to withdraw my Amendment.| “In page 2, line 14, at the end, to in 
; | sert the words, ‘ provided further that in con- 
| sidering as to dividing a local government dis- 
| trict into education districts under this section 
| the Secretary for Scotland shall as far as pos- 
| sible preserve the school hoard districts under 
| the heretofore existing law or such agyrega- 
| tions thereof as may for educational purposes 


Am-ondment, by leav:, withdrawn. 


Mr. BLACK “said the object of his 
next Amendment was to 
Mr. Scott Dickson. 


ensure that 
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solely seem best, keeping in view not only 


population and area but also means of com- | 


munication with a convenient centre for 
secondary education and the efficiency of the 
facilities heretofore provided in the existing 
school board district for secondary as well as 
elementary e:lucation.” —(.Vr. Black.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he could 
not accept the Amendment. Keeping in 
view the fact that the Secretary for 
Scotland was not to initiate proceedings 
it would be better that he should be left 
with a free hand. He did not suggest 
that the considerations mentioned in the 
Amendment should not be taken into 
account, and due weight no doubt would 
be given to them, but inserted as a 
statutory declaration they would unduly 
fetter the judgment of the Secretary for 


Seotland. 


Mr. BLACK: I have put in the words 


“as far as possible. a 


Me. SCOTL DICKSON : If a thing is 
not possible it cannot be done. I repeat 
that in my opinion it would be unw‘se 
to tie our hands in this manner, and | 
hope, therefore, that the Amendment 


will not be pressed. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW thought it 


would be extremely advantageous when 
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they were providing for a combination 
of the areas, to give some statutory lead 
to the official responsible so as to guide 
him in making up his mind on the 
trusted that the Lord- 
would see his way to 


subject. He 
Advoeate 
in this 


accept some form of words 


direction, 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
that those who lived in Scotland and 
took an active part in public affairs had 
gool reason to realise the extreme 
difficulty of communication, having often 
to travel distances to attend meetings 
of public authorities which could not be 
conveniently completed in one day. 
This Amendment seemed harmlessenough, 
It was only in the nature of a sign- 


post directing the administrator's path, 


| é ‘ 
_and he did not agree that it would un- 


duly tie the hands of the Government. 


Mr. CALDWELL also appealed to the 
Lord-Advocate to aceept the Amend- 


ment. 


Me. DALZIEL 


hon. Gentleman would not put the 


trusted the right 
Committee to the trouble of a division. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 69; 
Noes, 119. (Division List No. 284.) 


AYES. 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Austin, Sir John 

Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bright, Allan Heywood 

| 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
| 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
| Dalziel, James Henry 
| Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan | Jones, David Brynmor(Swan se 


surt, Thomas 
Caldwell, James 
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Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 

| Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
| Cremer, William Randal 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | Crombie, John William 

| Crooks, William 


| Dobbie, Joseph 
| Duncan, J. Hastings 
| Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Eve, Harry Trelawne 
Findlay, Alexander(LanarkN,E 
| Goddard, Danicl Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
| Higham, John Sharp 
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Jones, Laif (Appleby) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

M‘Crae, George 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John( Montrose 
Parrott, William 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion) 
Russell, T. W. 


Adjournment 


Agaew, Sir Andrew Nocl 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH 
Bailey, James (Walworth 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.( Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bill, Chacles 
Blundell, Colonel 
Bond, Edward 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. S.A. (Glasgow 
Campbell J. A, M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon, Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. A.(Wore, 
Cockrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Henry 


And, it being after half-past Five of | 
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Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Sponcer, Rt. Hn.C. R.( Northants 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, JA.Glamorgan,Gower 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


NOES. 


Elibank, Master of 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt HnSirRB.(Inv’rn’ss 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marg.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George sickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeifreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, 8. 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn.SirH E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Pease, Herbert PikeDarlington 
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Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Woot house, Sir J'T (Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Black and Mr. Robert 
Wallace. 


Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, 8. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
tunciman, Walter 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Rt HnJ Parker (Lanarks 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M*Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und Lyne 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.'H. (Yorks 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Alexander-Acland Hood 
and Mr. Herny Forster. 


Whereupon Mr, Speaker adjourned 


the clock, the Chairman left the Chair the House without Question put, in 


to make his Report to the House, 


Committee ieport Progress; to sit 


again upon Monday next. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
' 


Adjourned at 


| pursuance of Standing Order No, 3 


twenty munutes 
before Six o’clock till Mon- 
day next. 











to 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 17th July, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


| 

The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
hed laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that no Standing 








E Bills :—London 


‘ with: —London County Council (Tram- 





_ Orders are applicable to the following 
Government Scheme | 
® (Hackney and Edmonton Unions); Lon- 
don Government Scheme (London and 


Middlesex) ; Pier and Harbour Pro- 
vislonal Order (No. 3). 
And also the Certificate that the | 


r further Standing Orders applicable to 
F the following Bill have been complied 


fF wavs). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


E Teble. 


| Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. | 
2) Bill [H.t.] (Aberavon Tramways 
' Order). The CHAIRMAN or CoMMITTEES 
F informed the House that the promoters 
Fd» not intend to proceed further with 
§ the Aberavon Tramways Order. Ordered, 
: That the Order be not further proceeded 
E with. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
2) Bill [H.L.]. Reported from the Select 
Committee with Amendments, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 


| 
Shropshire, Worcestershire, and Staf- | 
frdshire Electric Power Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments. 
| 
South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas | 
and Coke Company Bill [H.L.]. Com- | 
mittee to meet to-morrow. 


North Eastern Railway Bill; North | 
Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill. | 
Report from the Committee of Selection, | 
That the Lord Ellenborough be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select | 
Committee on the said Bills in the place | 
of the Lord Ravensworth; read, and | 
agreed to. | 
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| made ; 


|agreed to, with Amendments. 
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Dover Harbour Bill [H.L.]. Read 2" 


(according to order). 


Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill ; 
Dublin United Tramways Bill; London 
and North Western Railway Bill. Read 
3°, with the Amendments, and passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hamp- 
stead Railway Bill. Read 3* (according 
to order), with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill. Read 3* (according to order), with 
the Amendments; further Amendments 
Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


Edgware and 


Bill. 


Hampstead Railway 
Read 3* (according to order), with 


|the Amendments, and passed, and re- 
| turned to the Commons. 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Bromp- 
ton Railway (No. 1) Bill. Third Reading 
(which stands appointed for this day) 
put off to Friday next. 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 
72, 82, and 85 be suspended for the 
remainder of the session. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [w.1.]. Returned from the 


Commons agreed to. 


Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill 
[H.L.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. 


Metropolitan and Great Central Rail- 
way Companies Bill [H.L.]; Western 
Valleys (Monmouthshire) Water and Gas 
Bill [H.L.]. Returned from the Commons 
The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Andover Lighting and Power Bill; 
Great Western Railway (Additional 
Powers) Bill. Returned from the Com- 
mons with the Amendments agreed to. 


Edinburgh Corporation Order Con- 
firmation Bill [u.u.]. (No. 141.) A Bill 
2H 
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to confirm a Provisional Order relating 
to Edinburgh Corporation. And 


Returns, 


Stonehaven Harbour Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [a.1.]. (No. 142.) A Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order relating to 
Stonehaven Harbour. Were presented 
by the Marquess of Linlithgow ; read 1*; 
to be printed; and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, Section 7), deemed to have 
been read 2*; and reported from the 
Committee. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 2) Bill. Brought from 
the Commons and read 1*; to be printed, 
and referred to the Examiners. (No. 
143.) 


Local Government Provisional Order 
{No. 16) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 17) Bill. Moved, 
That the order made on the 16th day of 
March last, ‘‘ That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after the 27th day of June next,” 
be dispensed with, and that the Bills be 
now read 2*; agreed to. Bills read 
2* accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill. Read 3* (according to order), 
with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill. Read 5* (according to 
order), and passed. 





| 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAMWAYS) | 
BILL. | 

Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, I} 
desire to make an application to my noble | 
friend the Chairman of Committees. I) 
observe that to-morrow there is down | 
for Second Reading the Bill promoted | 
by the LondonCounty Council for bringing | 
the tramways across the bridges and along | 
the Embankment. This has always been | 
a highly contentious question. There | 
have been frequent discussions in both | 
Houses of Parliament with regard to | 
this particular Bill, and I would ask my | 
noble friend whether he could see his! 


{LORDS} 
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way to postpone the Second Reading 
from to-morrow until, say, Thursday 
next. I understand there is a prospect 
of the rejection of the measure being 
proposed, and as it has only just come 
up to your Lordships’ House and we 
have not really had an opportunity 
of considering it, I hope the noble Earl 
will agree to its postponement. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of ONstow): My Lords, I 
h- pe my noble friend will not press his 
desire tha this Bill should be put off. 
This Bill has been before Parliament 
for a considerable time, and has been in 
y ur Lordships’ House for five or six days; 
and, as noble Lords are aware, at this 
period of the session, when Bills of a 
contentious character come up from the 
other House, it is not always possible to 
secure the best material for Committees 
of your Lordships’ House. I have 
arranged for the constitution of the Com- 
mittee which is to consider this Bill, 
for I hope your Lordships will see your 
way to send it to a Select Committee, 
and unless that Committee gets to work 
at the earliest possible date, I fear it will 
be impossible for the noble Lords who 
have consented to serve upon it to take 
their places on the Committee. I there- 
fore sincerely hope my noble friend will 
not press his desire that the Bill should 
be postponed. It is not in the public 
interest that the matter should be de'ayed 
any longer than is necessary.. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
INDIA (ARMY ADMINISTRATION). 
Further Papers regarding the adminis- 
tration of the Army in India (in con- 
tinuation of [Cd. 2572]). 
PUBLIC HEALTH (SCOTLAND). 
Report to the Local Government 


Board for Scotiand on the sanitary con- 
dition of the Island of Lewis. 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3457. Turkey (Damascus). 
No. 3438. Italy (Ancona). 


No. 3439. Portugal (Lourengo Marques). 
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BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES. | by telegraph certain points in con- 


1. Sixty-seventh Annual Report of nection with the despatch of May 
the Registrar-General of Births, Deaths, 31st on Army administration, on which 
and Marriages in England and Wales the Government of India think it neces- 


(Army Administration). 





(1904). sary to make representations, in order, 
2. Supplement to Sixty-fifth on they submit, to render the working of 
Report. Part I. the new scheme practicable. The Sec- 
gee Ps ; retary of State has explained in return 
3. Supplement to Sixty-fiith Annual that” these recommendations do not 
Report. Part II. contravene the provisions of the despatch 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


WINTER ASSIZES ACT, 1876. 
Seven Orders inCouncil of the 11th July, 
1905, relating to the ensuing Winter 
Assizes. 


and he has expressed the satisfaction 
of His Majesty’s Government that Lord 
Kitchener is now in accord with the 
Viceroy and his Council as to the course 
to be adopted with regard to them. The 
points on which the Viceroy requested 
assurances were as follows. First, that 


the member of Council in charge of the 


QLONIAL PRISONERS REMOVAL ACT, 
1884. 

Order in Council of 11th July, 1905, 
applying the Colonial Prisoners Removal 
Act, 1884, to the East Africa Protectorate. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION ACT, 1876, 

AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS ACTS. 

Order in Council of 11th July, 1905, 
varying the Order in Council of 25th 
March, 1877, relating to day industrial 
schools. 

MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Order in Council of 11th July, 1905, 
constituting Burntisland a port of regis- 
try for British sea-fishing boats. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act). and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Military Supply Department should al- 
ways be a soldier. His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment are prepared to appoint a solider 
to the impending vacancy, but they 
cannot fetter the discretron of the Crown 
as to future vacancies. Secondly, that 
the Military Supply Member should be 
available for official consultations by the 
Viceroy on all military questions without 
distinction. The reply of His Majesty’s 
Government is that there is no desire 
to fetter the constitutional right of the 
Viceroy to consult any member of his 
Council officially or unofficially on any 
subject, but that the existing system, 
by which all the Commander-in-Chief’s 
proposals pass to the Viceroy through 
the channel of the Military Member 


having been done away with, it follows 


that no special claim can exist for the 


| Military Supply Member to be consulted 


‘or note on the proposals of the Com- 


INDIA (ARMY ADMINISTRATION). 

THe Marquess or RIPON: My 
Lords, I rise to ask the noble Marquess 
the Under-Secretary of State for India a 
Question of which I have given him 
private notice. I am anxious to learn 
whether any further arrangements have 
been arrived at in respect to the recent 
proposals for the reorganisation of Army 
administration in India; and, if so, 
whether the noble Marquess will state 
the nature of those proposals and lay 
Papers on the Table as soon as possible. 


*Tuzr UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror INDIA (The Marquess | 
of Barn): My Lords, the Viceroy has | 
communicated to the Secretary of State | 


mander-in-Chief or vice versd. Thirdly, 
he asked that the Secretary to the Govern- 
ment of India in the Army Department 
(to be in future presided over by the 
Commander-in-Chief) should be _given 
the local rank of major-general. To 
this there is no objection. Fourthly, 
that important changes in military 
organisation, especially in the native 
Army, should be discussed by a Mobilisa- 
tion Committee, of which the Com- 
mander-in-Chief and Millitary Supply 
Member should be essential members, 
and that a schedule of cases should be 
drawn up which the Secretary in the 
Army Department should submit to the 
Viceroy before orders are passed on 
them. These provisions are entirely 


2H 2 
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in accord with the despatch; and His 
Majesty’s Government are glad to find 
that on this, as on the preceding points, 
they can meet the views of the Govern- 
ment of India without affecting the 
principle of the new system which it 
has been deemed necessary to establish. 
The telegrams to which I have alluded 
have, I believe, already been laid on the 
Table, and will very shortly, I trust, 
be in the possession of your Lordships. 


THE ADMIRALTY AND STEAMSHIP 
SUBSIDIES. 


*Lorp BRASSEY rose,“ Tocall attention 
to the Report of the Select Committee 


on Steamship Subsidies and to the Re- | 


serves of the Navy in ships and in men.” 


The noble Lord said : My Lords, all will 


rezret the absence of Lord Cawdor when | 


Admiralty matters are under discussion. 
The wish universal for his early 
restoration to perfect health. n intro- 
ducing the subject to which I desire 
to call attention, it is not necessary 
to insist on its importance. 
more frigates!’ 
Nelson. In giving evidence before the 
Committee on Subsidies, Lord Charles 


is 


Beresford said that success or defeat in | 
the initial stages of a war might turn on | 


speedy information and the maintenance 
of long lines of communication. 
shall we obtain at the least cost the most 
efficient vessels 2 Lord Charles 


could do the duty of scouts better than 
the ocean greyhounds of the mercantile 
marine, built for speed in any weather. 


Can the mercantile marine, unaided 
by the State, supply the ships we re- 
quire? In the ocean carrying trade 
British shipowners more than hold their 
own, Our share is steadily increasing 
in the entrances and clearances at British 
and foreign ports, and notably in the 
traffic through the Suez Canal. In first- 
class ships—the pride and glory of a 
maritime nation—we are falling behind. 


Taking vessels of 4,000 tons and up- | 


wards, our British tonnage has increased 


in five years from 211,000 tons to 975,000 | 
tons, while German tonnage has gone up 
from 480,000 tons to 1,230,000 tons. Of 
the nine ships built since 1895 exceeding 


The Marquess of Bath. 


{LORDS} 


“ Frigates, | 
was the ery of Lord | 


Where | 
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10,000 tons displacement and twenty 
knots speed, one only, the “ Oceanic,” 
of the White Star Line, is under the 
British flag. We are third on the list 
of speedy vessels, and we should be first. 


The explanation is not far to seek. 
|The trade of the North Atlantic is the 
only trade in which the fast vessels re- 
quired for the Navy can be run without 
loss; and foreign shipowners have ad- 
/vantages not shared by their British 
competitors. The ocean services of 
Germany have an advantage in the 
geographical position of Bremen and 
Hamburg, in communication by railway, 
by canals, and canalised rivers, with all 
the industrial centres. In the port of 
Hamburg the largest barges and _ the 
largest ocean steamships lie side by side. 
|German ocean shipping is concentrated 
in two powerful combines, under able 
management, aided and assisted in every 
way by the Government. They are 
practically a department of the State. 
The Hamburg-American Company is 
continually growing by the absorption 
of smaller companies. The process is 
extending to services under the Austrian, 
| Danish, and Italian flags, as well as under 
that of Germany. The Atlantic services 
under the flag of the United States. 
though not directly aided by the Govern- 
ment, have the powerful support of the 
great railway companies. The French 
| ocean steamships are liberally subsidised. 





Beres- | 
ford told the Committee that no ships | 


When the Atlantic combine was formed 
His Majesty’s Government took steps 
to secure that a service should be main- 
tained under the British flag and under 
British management. They desired 
that the ships should be second to none. 
These considerations led to the agree- 
ment with the Cunard Company. The 
policy of the Government has commanded 
general approval. From a naval point 
of view we have not gone far enough 
as regards numbers; we have been 
| perhaps too exacting as to speed. It 
is not necessary to dwell on the objec- 
tions to subsidies paid for the encourage- 
ment of trade. The failure of that 
/enervating system is conspicuous wher- 
-ever it has been tried. It has been 
well that our shipowners have had to 
‘depend on their own unaided efforts 
| and the skilful management of their 
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business. When we come to deal with 
the requirements of the public service 
other considerations must be brought 
into view. Under existing conditions, 
without subsidies we shall not obtain 
from the British mercantile marine the 
vessels of exceptional speed required for 
the Navy. 


If subsidies are given, in what service 
shall the ships be employed? A _ fast 
direct mail service has long been desired 
in Canada. The Government has made 
offers. The commercial community 
would wish that they should be more 
liberal. Senator Sir George Drummond 
appeared in their name before the 
Committee on Subsidies. He believed 
that an annual subsidy of £400,000 
would be required to open a line. 
In a short time it would become self- 
supporting. He hoped for a contribu- 
tion from the mother country in aid 
of an enterprise which would open up 
Canada and greatly promote the Imperial 
work of closer union. In the same year 
in which the Committee on Subsidies 
reported, a congress of chambers of 
commerce met at Montreal. It was 
attended by hundreds of delegates from 
all parts of the Empire. After full 
debate the following resolution was 
unanimously passed— 

‘*'This Congress considers it of the utmost 
importance, in the interests of the Empire, 
that the United Kingdom and her Colonies 
should adopt a policy under which lines of 
steamships will be secured and. retained, (1) 
tor fast mail services on the several routes ; 
2) for the development of trade between the 
mother country and her possessions, and_ be- 
tween the Colonies themselves.” 


Coming from a representative body 
that resolution should have weight with 
vour Lordships. Ata time when, without 
distinction of Party, we are seeking by 
every practical means to strengthen 
Imperial unity, a fast service to Canada 
should merit consideration. 


Lord Charles Beresford proposed an 
alternative to the payment of subsidies. 
He suggested that the Government might 
pay the expense of building ships, and 
might hand them over to one of the 
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be paid to the Government. Being con- 
stantly at sea, the ships would at all 
times be absolutely fit for service. If such 
a plan were considered feasible, an oppor- 
tunity now offers which may never recur. 
The Admiralty have at their disposal 
numerous cruisers, protected but not 
armoured, as to the retention of which 
in the Navy list the Board has been in 
doubt. A Return obtained by Mr. 
Robertson included nine ships of 11,000 
tons, with speeds exceeding twenty knots. 
Isit impracticable to employ some of these 
ships in opening a mail service to Canada ? 
The cost of alterations would be incon- 
siderable in comparison with the cost 
of building a fleet of fast ships. The 
Admiralty would be relieved of the cost 
of upkeep, and the ships would be always 
ready. 


The Australian mail services are main- 
tained by joint contributions from the 
Imperial and local Governments. In the 
interest of Imperial unity it is desirable 
that the mails should be accelerated. In 
future contracts it should be insisted 
that some at least of the ships of the 
contracting companies should fulfil Ad- 
miralty requirements as to speed and 
other essentials. The result would be 
to secure a well distributed and adequate 
number of mercantile auxiliaries and at 
the least cost. Fast steamships can run 
in conjunction with large fleets of vessels 
ot lower speed, such as those of the 
Hamburg-American, North German Lloyd, 
and P. and ©. companies, with com- 
mercial advantage to the fleets as a 
whole, though, individually, the fast 
vessels might not pay. 


The policy of subsidies has not been 
in all respects satisfactory in the past. 
Many vessels to which subsidies have 
been paid, under agreements of recent 
date, have not been equal in speed to the 
ships formerly obtained. Nor have the 
engagements for preventing transfers to 
foreign flags been sufficiently strict. The 


Committee over which Lord Camper- 


down presided recommended that trans- 
fers should be prevented by registering 
the Admiralty as part owners. The 
Return moved for by Lord Spencer 


great companies to be worked for profit. | showed that expenditure on subsidies 


The ships might yield a fair return on|had been 


relatively inconsiderable. 


their cost. A share of the profits might | Though spread over manyjyears ityhad 
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been less than the cost of a single ar- 
moured cruiser, and far less than the 
cost of the eight scouts now completing. 
Objections have been urged to subsidies 


{LORDS} 


on the ground that the Navy should not | 


depend on auxiliaries. On this it may 
be remarked that no increase can be 
proposed in the Shipbuilding Votes. 
In amount, and in the rate of increase, 


they far exceed those of France and_ 


Germany. Increased expenditure on any 
type must be met by reductions. In 
battleships completed we are in a stronger 
position than we have ever held before. 
In ships building we are below the two- 
Power standard. We seem to be build- 
ing too many cruisers in proportion to 
battleships. Scouts are cruisers without 
protection. We shall not strengthen the 
Navy by cutting down battleships and 
laying down scouts. 


It may be urged as a further objection 
to subsidies that they are not necessary 
to secure ships required in an emergency. 
I was a member of the Board of Ad- 


miralty which in 1885 stood face to face | 


with a possible outbreak of war within a 
few days with a first-class European 
Power. A vote of £10,000,000 for 
warlike preparations had been sud- 
denly called for by Mr. Gladstone, 


and granted by the House of Com- 
mons without debate. We were not 
prepared. It had not been the policy 


of Parliament or of any administration 
to keep the Navy fully prepared for 
war. It was imperative to reinforce the 
Navy in cruisers, and to prevent our 
fast merchant steamers from passing 
under foreign flags. A Government in 
difficulties cannot negotiate on favour- 
able terms. 
lost upon our successors. In 1887, when 
contracts for the conveyance of the mails 
to New York were being renewed, they 


Our experiences were not! 


addressed a letter to the Treasury, an. 


extract from which I will read— 


““My Lords would desire to state that the 
experience derived from the events of 1885 has 
led them to believe that true economy and real 
efficiency would be best promoted by securing 
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interests of the United Kingdom. Had arrange- 
ments existed similar to those now contem- 
plated, their Lordships believe that a very 
considerable portion of this expenditure would 
have been averted, and a degree of confidence 
felt by the nation on which it is very difficult. 
to place a money value.” 


Turning from reserves of ships to the 
reserve forces for manning the Navy, 
new and important branches of the Re- 
serve have been recently enrolled in 
the Colonies and at home. It is satis- 
factory to learn from the First Lord’s 
statement that these reserves have made 
a good start. It would be of interest to 
Parliament and the country to have 
the latest information as to recruiting, 
the provision of drill-sheds, the numbers 
embarked in His Majesty’s ships and their 
discipline and efficiency. Nor should 
the training of the officers of the Naval 
Reserve be neglected. Nothing has been 
done for the professional training of the 
cadets and the midshipmen entered 
in large numbers in the Reserve. The 
mail services to our Colonies should 
be organised as a national service, and 
the vessels utilised as training ships for 
officers of the Reserve, and for the train- 
ing of those British seamen and firemen 
who are so much needed to man our 
mercantile marine. Subsidised mail 
steamers should be utilised for the 
training of junior engineers and newly- 
entered stokers of the Navy. 


In conclusion, the charge for subsidies, 
limited to those special services for which 
they seem to be required, would be 


inconsiderable. We do not want many 
ships to do scouting for the Fleet. Lord 
Charles Beresford asked for eight. Shall 


we say twelve ships? Take the annual 
subsidy at £500,000. Assume a con- 
tribution from Canada of £200,000 a year. 
Let us hope for some aid from the Aus- 
tralasian dependencies. Let us assume a 
contribution from the Post Office. The 
balance chargeable on Navy Votes would 
be a small payment for the reinforcement 
of the Fleet in a class of ships indispen- 


sable for efficiency in time of war, and 


the use to the Admiralty in time of peace of the | 


fastest and most serviceable mercantile vessels. 
It will be remembered that in 1885 a sum 
approximating to £600,000 was expended in 


retaining the services of several fast merchant | 


steamers, 30 as to prevent their being available 


which in peace would be the training 
squadron for our Reserves. As mail 
steamers they would be a link with the 
Colonies. In naval administration nothing 
can be done well which is done hastily. 
I ask the Government to give consider- 


for the service of any Power inimical to the | ation to the subject which I have, I fear. 
Lord Brassey. 
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imperfectly dealt with, and to act when 
opportunities offer. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(The Marquess of Linuiracow): My 
Lords, I wish in the first place to acknow- 
ledge on behalf of the First Lord of the 
Admiralty the kind words spoken by the 
noble Lord with reference to his enforced 
absence from this House. 
Lordships will understand that no one 
regrets more than the noble Earl himself 
his inability to reply in person to the 
remarks of the noble Lord opposite, whose 
long connection and close acquaintance 
with the question of naval reserve in all 
its branches is well known to your Lord- 


ships, and whose views on these subjects | 


I am sure your | 
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£10,000 a 


are always entitled to the greatest respect | 
both from the Admiralty and from your | 


Lordships’ House. 


The noble Lord has in his speech dealt 
with two subjects—the 
subsidies to merchant cruisers and the 
state of the Reserve personnel for the 
Fleet. Now with regard to subsidies, 
from the point of view of the Admiralty 
the question of the advantages to be 
gained by various Colonies or by the 
mercantile marine from the subsidising 
from public funds of fast merchant ships, 
however desirable in themselves, is one 
which must be kept quite distinct from 
that of securing the assistance for the 


| claimed if she were 


question of | 


Sit 


a merchant vessel of such speed as to be 
of much service for these purposes is be- 
coming almost prohibitive. 


and Steamship Subsidies. 


The noble Lord alluded to the small 
amount of money paid in subsidies for 
merchant cruisers relatively to the cost of 
building a scout. But in this connection 
I would point out that the subvention 
paid for one of these merchant vessels 
is n the nature of a retaining fee, and the 
cost of hiring them in time of war would 
be very large. For instance, let me take 
the first ship on the Admiralty list of such 
ships at the beginning of 1905—the 
“ Oceanic.” Her annual subvention is 
year. The cost of her 
armament excluding that of fitting it on 
board, would be about £26,000; and 
her surrender value, which would be 
lost while in the 
Government service, is £705,617; so 
that if the “ Oceanic” were lost in war 
she would have cost the country a sum 


’ 


/approaching a million of money. On 
‘the other hand, the estimated cost of 


| commission. 


Fleet in time of war of fast merchant ships | 


to be used as scouts or armed cruisers. 


[t is forthe latter urpose only that | 
money from naval funds can be expended. | 
that the composition and training of the 


Before embarking on any proposal to 
spend money in subsidising merchant 
ships, the Admiralty have carefully to con- 


sider whether such a plan is in the end | 


| 


mare economical and efficient than that | 


of building warships to do the work. It 
must be remembered that when the 
policy of subsidising merchant steamers 
to be used as auxiliaries to the Fleet in 
war was inaugurated, the best merchant 
ships of the day excelled in sea speed the 
fastest warships. Since then the speed 
of merchant ships has increased, but the 
increase is but slight when compared with 
the corresponding increase in the speed of 
warships. Speed is the essential quality, 
whether these ships are used as scouts or 
as armed cruisers, and the cost of building 





one of the new scouts, some of which have 
been recently put in commission, is 
£294,204 when complete and ready for 
Without controverting in 
any way the noble Lord’s view of the use- 
ful part which ships of the merchant 
service could play in war, I have said 
enough to show that the financial side 
of the question is one which the Admir- 
alty have very steadily to keep in view. 


Turning to the second part of the 
noble Lord’s speech, I am able to say 


Naval Reserve forces is receiving the 
attention of the Admiralty at the present 
time. The work of the personnel of the 
Navy is constantly undergoing change 
and improvement, and the problem of 
the means of keeping the men who do 
not belong to the active service of the 
Navy in peace time fully acquainted with 
the duties which will be demanded of 
them in war is one which they must 
always have before their minds. It is 
difficult to impart to men of the Naval 
Reserve adequate training in drill 
batteries on shore, and the expense of 


| keeping the ordnance in these batteries 


always up to date is very great. Far 
more can be learnt by a course of service 
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on board sea-going warships of the Fleet, | 


where the actual conditions of service 
afloat are present. 


With regard to the recruiting of Royal 
Naval Reserve men, the full number 
estimated for was reached long before 
the end of the last financial year, the 
figures of the entries in the various 
branches being—1,595 seamen, 1,062 
firemen (ordinary), 788 firemen (special) 
and 488 engine-room artificers. Good 
reports as to the efficiency of the men 
engaged in the Colonial Reserves 
continue to be received from Australia 
and Newfoundland. At Malta the 
Reserve has been formed so recently 
(about twelve months ago) that sufficient 
data as to its usefulness are not yet forth- 
coming. There is a special difficulty, 
i.e., the slight knowledge of the English 
language possessed by a number of the 
men enlisted, 


The work of the new Naval Volunteer 
Reserve is steadily progressing. Two 
new divisions for the Mersey and Sussex 
were formed during 1904, and another 
has recently been created on the Tyne. 
Besides drill-sheds, some of the divisions 
have been provided with naval vessels. 
In addition to the “* Buzzard,”’ which was 
taken over by the London Division last 
year and moored in the Thames, the 
** Rose” cutter has been lent to the 
Clyde Division, and the “ Melita” is 
being similarly prepared for the Mersey 
Division. As the noble Lord is no doubt 
aware, a branch of the Reserve from 
which the Admiralty have great expec- 
tations is the Royal Fleet Reserve, com- 
posed entirely of men who have served 
as active service ratings in the Fleet. 
The numbers of this Reserve, apart from 
the “A” or pensioner class, has now 
reached over 7,000—namely, 4,982 sea- 
men and stokers and 2,152 marines—and 
the new system of engaging special or 
non-continuous service seamen on the 
condition that they will enter the Fleet 
Reserve on discharge should add 
materially to its strength later on. 





ARMY (YEOMANRY). 
Lorp WENLOCK rose “To ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for War what 
The Marquess of Linlithgow. 


{LORDS} 
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were the intentions of His Majesty’s 
Government as to the mobilisation 
and training of the Imperial Yeomanry.” 
The noble Lord said: My Lords, I have 
placed this notice on the Paper for the 
purpose of eliciting such information :s 
my noble friend can give as to the inten- 
tions of the Government with regard to 
organising the Yeomanry and putting 
it on a proper and sound footing in case 
it should be called up for any sudden 
military purpose; and [ think I am 
encouraged in calling attention to this 
particular subject by the fact that since 
my Question was put down the Secretary 
of State for War in another place, when 
referring to the Imperial Yeomanry, 
said— 

“T believe there is no force in His Majesty's 
Service from which we obtain better ane 
for money expended Imperial 
Yeomanry.” 


than the 


It is thirty-five years since I first joined 
the Yeomanry, and I am sure there are 
many noble Lords in this House who also 
remember the old days, when a great 
deal of trouble was taken to place the 
Yeomanry on a proper fvoting and to 
train it on sound principles. They will 
remember how in those earlier days we 
were subjected to a certain amount of 
derision and were neglected, and I am 
sure they will be glad now to hear, on 
the authority of the Secretary of State 
for War, that this force is at the present 
time most satisfactory, and that there is 
no force from which His Majesty's 
Government obtain better value for 
money expended. 


I think it is not unreasonable that 
those of us who take an active part in 
this work should ask His Majesty's 
Government how far they are prepared 
to place the force on a still more satis- 
factory footing. Iam, of course, alluding 
to what might happen in the event of the 
force being mobilised and called upon to 
undertake serious work in an emergency: 
All of us who are in the position of com- 
manding officers of Yeomanry regiments 
must feel that at present we are rather 
acting as independent units and that we 
have no cohesion at all. There is nobody 
to place us in brigades or divisions, nor 
do we know exactly where to turn on 
mobilisation. I feel that this is hardly 
a satisfactory position, and I hope His 
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Majesty’s Government will embrace the 
present opportunity, when we are at 
peace, and there is leisure, of bringing 
up some scheme that will in this respect 
place the Yeomanry in a much better 
position than they occupy at the present 
moment. The Yeomanry should know 
what their position will be. Their stores 
should be in perfect order, and their 
transport and other matters so arranged 
that they could fall into line without 
delay. 


Army 


Another point upon which I desire 
information is as to the intention of the 
Government with regard to horsing 
regiments if they should be suddenly 
called upon for action. I understand 
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that this duty is to be entrusted to the | 


Remount Department. I would ask my 
noble friend the Under-Secretary whether 
he thinks the Remount Department can 


'to the notice of my noble friend. 


possibly horse all the Yeomanry in under | 


seven days, even if they can do it so 
quickly. I believe I could re-horse the 
whole of my regiment in a couple of days, 
and if this matter were left in the hands 
of commanding officers [ am sure it would 
be very much more satisfactorily ar- 
ranged, while the Remount Department 
could devote their attention to making 
atrangements for filling up any casualties 
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tremely grateful to the Government 
for what they have done in the past, and I 
am glad to see that the Government, on 
their side, recognise that for what they 
have done for the Yeomanry theyhave had 
ample return. I should also like to ask 
the noble Earl whether it is not possible 
for us to have our own drill-book. Legis- 
lation by reference is very unsatisfactory, 
but drill by reference is more unsatis- 
factory. Weare given a small drill-book, 
and are told that we shall find other 
information in the cavalry drill-book. I 
certainly think that a force which num- 
bers some 25,000 officers and men might 
be allowed to have their own drill-book 
entirely to themselves. This is rather a 
small matter, but it is one which I should 
like, while we are on the subject, to bring 
I beg 
to move for Papers. 


Moved, ‘That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty for Papers re- 
lating to the mobilisation and training 


| of the Imperial Yeomanry.” —(Lord Wen- 


that might occur at future stages of the | 


operations, 
valuable thing if senior officers in this 
force had an opportunity of attending 
classes and lectures for instruction in the 
higher branches of their work. I have 


Again, it would be a very | 


| certain 


myself attended the only school at the | 


disposal of the Yeomanry at Aldershot, 
but I found, as a senior officer, that the 
information imparted was hardly of a 
nature to be satisfactory to myself. I 
should be glad if a school of the kind I 
have mentioned could be instituted 
which senior officers could attend, and 
also if facilities could be given to those 
officers to attend manceuvres. 


We have reached a certain stage in 
regard to the Yeomanry movement, and I 
do not think we ought to stand still. I 
hope I shall obtain from the noble Earl 
an assurance that the Government are 
looking into this matter, and will be able 
to do more for the force than they have 
done up tojthe present. At the same 
tme I must say the Yeomanry are ex- 





lock.) 


*Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, if I 
might add a few remarks to what my 
noble friend has said, they would be 
in the direction of asking for something 
definite as to orders on mobilisation. 
I have been living for some years under 
orders as regards where my 
regiment is to mobilise in the event of 
England being threatened, and, of course, 
I have made all my dispositions accord- 
ingly. But apparently within the last 
year or so the system of command in the 
part of the country where my regiment 


is quartered and recruited has entirely 


changed, and all the correspondence which 
Ihave had over a period of, I should think, 
at least five years, has, I suppose, been 
transferred to some other officer, because 
the office with which I have been cor- 
responding tell me now that they have 
nothing whatever to do with the regi- 
ment. I understand that the general 
officer who has been commanding at 
Dover has now nothing whatever to do 
with the Yeomanry. All my corres- 
pondence for five years or more has been 
with that officer, and I suppose that by 
some arrangement made at the War Office 
all that correspondence will be ,handed 
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over to the officer who is entrusted now ! 
with Yeomanry matters. 


Army 


When a change of officers takes place 
it frequently happens that a change 
of views takes place. I have been under 
orders all these years that on the word 
“mobilise ” being circulated I was to be 
mobilised at a certain place. Last year 
I received an order that one squadron 
was to mobilise at some other place, so I 
naturally asked where the other three 
squadrons were to mobilise, and I was 
told they were not to mobilise at all. 
That is a remarkable change in orders, 
and it is curious that the one squadron 
specially selected was to mobilise inside 
a fortress. Naturally a horse regiment 
cannot do very much inside a fortress, 
However, I think I am justified in asking 
who is going to supply the horses, because 
hitherto no arrangements whatever have 
been made as regards the horses for 
Yeomanry regiments on mobilisation. 
The men are bound to bring their horses 
to the annual training, for which they are 
paid £5, but there is nothing in the terms 
of their enlistment which compels them 
to bring horses if the regiment is mobi- 
lised ; and I ask, who is going to under- 
take to find the horses—whether the men 
had better bring their own and the 
country compensate them afterwards, 
or whether the Government propose to 
find them. I was told that the Govern- 
ment were going to find them. I think it 
is a legitimate question to ask whether 
any arrangements have been made to 
supply Yeomen with horses when they get 
the word to mobilise. If we may gather 
anything definite from the speech made 
in another place by the Prime Minister, 
it is that if this country is to be attacked 
in earnest the attack is going to be very 
sudden, and, therefore, that Auxiliary 
regiments that have to mobilise will have 
to do so very suddenly. Obviously the | 
horses will be wanted in a hurry. Are 
we to depend on centralised organisation 
for sending horses down to parts of the 
country most immediately threatened, 
or is there any existing arrangement by 
which the local authorities might—I 
hardly like to use the word commandeer— 
engage horses, or be able to obtain them, 
on an occasion of that kind ? 


I hope the noble Lord will also look 
into the question of mobilisation stores. | 


Lord Harris. 


{LORDS} 
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Some years ago, during the war, the War 


Office issued a very remarkable order—- 


that Yeomanry commanding officers were 
to make arrangements with local trades- 
men for the supply of a very large 
number of articles. I should think quite 
three pages of small print were occupied 
in detailing these articles, which were to 
be kept in stock by the local tradesmen 
for an indefinite time without any re- 
muneration whatever, except that at the 
end of the time, whatever that might be 
—it might be fifty years—the tradesmen 
were to have, I think, 5 per cent. increase 
on the Government price. There was 
not, therefore, very much profit to the 
local tradesmen in it, and your Lordships 
will not be surprised to hear that on 
making inquiries of every local tradesman 
of sufficient capacity to supply a large 
number of articles of this kind, I found 
no one in the least inclined to embark in 
the venture, and for three years I have 
been arguing with the local military 
authorities and endeavouring to prove 
to them that this was not a commercial 
transaction which appealed to local 
tradesmen. 


My efforts had been without avail 
until the other day, when the Government 
amended their previous order and allowed 
that the articles need not be of Army 
pattern, but I was still to make arrange- 
ments with the local tradesmen to keep 
them in stock. What I eventually 
succeeded in doing was this. I informed 
the military authorities that there were 
certain tradesmen who kept certain 
articles of approximately similar character 
in stock, and I hoped they would be 
forthcoming when wanted, but I could 
not give any guarantee that some other 
regiment would not get in before me and 
take all the things I was depending on. 
That is not a practical scheme. I think 
that the large majority of these articles 
would be forthcoming upon the initiative 
of the Yeoman himself as soon as the word 
to mobilise went round, and that the 
Yeomanry regiment would be found 
where it was wanted without these 
voluminous prearrangements. But, at 
the same time, I suggest it is not a 
practical way of dealing with the matter 
to give orders which in themselves are 
absolutely impossible of being carried 
out. 
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There are two other subjects besides 


Army 





mobilisation stores and horses which 
require attention—namely, musketry 
schools for officers and  non-com- 
missioned officers, and a_ signalling 
school. Yeomanry officers may be 
able to give one particular month 
in the year at Hythe, but it is 
almost certain that on that month 


the school is already full. There are 
parts of the musketry course which are 
not absolutely essential for Yeomanry 
officers, and it might be possible to work 
out a shortened course and allow it to 
take place elsewhere than at Hythe. 
In that way I am sure we should be able 
to supply a very much larger number 
of officers capable of giving good instruc- 
tions to their men in musketry. Signal- 
ling is a most important subject, and 
one which many officers and men are 
very willing to take up. At present 
in my regiment there is a great deal of 
signalling done, because there are prizes 
given and the men are ready to take it 
up. But it is absolutely impossible for 
a regiment to earn anything for the corps 
unless an officer has attended a signalling 
class and obtained a certificate. It is 
necessary for him to go to a class for two 
months. It is really impossible for a 
great majority of Yeomanry officers to 
find two consecutive months to give to 
this voluntary military work, and I 
cannot help thinking that it would be 
possible for a scheme to be worked out 
involving some less time than the rather 
long period of two months. If an officer 
could get a certificate for signalling more 
easily than he can at present, I am quite 
sure that the War Office would find that 
signalling in the Yeomanry, which ap- 
parently is neglected, though, as I have 
said, many officers and men have taken 
it up, would be even more extensively 
learnt. 


Ido not want to be thought for one 
moment as saying that the Yeomanry 
have any reason to grumble at the 
attitude of the Government towards 
that force. In my opinion the Yeomanry 
have every reason to be most grateful 
to the Government for the assistance 
which they have received. That assis- 
tance has instilled absolutely new life 
into the whole force, and has enabled 
everything to be done in a much more 
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business -like way; and we are doing 
what I believe to be more useful than 
anything else—we are turning out 
annually into the country a large number 
of young men who have been taught 
how to ride and shoot. I am certain 
that the next time any serious war 
threatens this country a much larger 
number of healthy young men will 
volunteer for service at home or abroad 
than hitherto ; and that result will have 
been achieved by the very kindly and 
liberal treatment which this Government 
have afforded to the Yeomanry forces. 


*THe UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of 
DonovucHMorRE): My Lords, I am very 
glad to see that officers in your Lordships’ 
House, representing the Imperial Yeo- 
manry, so thoroughly reciprocate the 
efforts we have been able to make in 
the direction of helping that force. 
I can assure your Lordships that nothing 
gives livelier satisfaction to my colleagues 
on the Army Council than to note 
the improvement that has been made 
in the force, and the enthusiasm of 
its officers to keep on improving it. 
Your Lordships will have noticed that 
there is a complete absence of carping 
criticism on the part of the speakers 
this afternoon, and I can assure them, 
in the few remarks which it will be 
necessary for me to make, that we 
intend to try and do our utmost to 
help them in the direction that I know 
they wish to go. 


Your Lordships will remember the 
debates we had on this subject last 
year. I am glad to say that we have 
already been able to meet Yeomanry 
officers on many of the points then 
raised. A debate was initiated last 
year by the noble Lord opposite, Lord 
Lovat, in which he laid great stress 
on the need in the Yeomanry of another 
weapon. We recognised the justice of 
the views put forward on that occasion 
and we did, during the winter, supply 
the Yeomanry with a second weapon- 
We were also glad to meet a suggestion 
made by the noble Marquess, Lord 
Winchester, that we should allow men 
to re-engage in future from year to year. 
We have also, partly in deference to 
criticisms that were made last year, 
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initiated a new scheme of inspection, 
and, though it has not been referred to 
this evening, I may perhaps be allowed 
to say that we have found the new 
system of inspection, tried this year, 
work most satisfactorily ; the inspections 
have been most useful and practical 
as regards the corps concerned, and 
we certainly intend to continue the 
system. 


As to the question just raised by 
Lord Harris—that of signalling — we 
recognised last year that it was a 
grievance that no grant could be earned 
by any corp unless it had eight men 
efficient, and we were able to lighten 
the terms for earning this grant. We 
have made arrangements by which 
four efficient men in a corps can earn a 
grant—a certain amount, but not the 
whole £12 which the eight men could 
earn. But when we try to go the 
whole extent advocated by the noble 
Lord, and permit of a shorter course 
of instruction for officers to enable 
them to qualify for this grant we run 
our head, if I may use the phrase, against 
a brick wall of considerable thickness. 
The reason is this. It is the opinion 
of those who are concerned in these 
matters at the War Office that a signaller 
is no use to the Army unless he is abso- 
lutely efficient. Signalling is, in itself, 
most important, and it is also most 
important that an officer's knowledge 
of signalling should be efficient. The 
evil consequences that might follow 
from mistakes in signalling are so serious 
that we object most strongly to any 
suggestion of lowering the standard, 
I am sorry not to be able to meet the 
wishes of the noble Lord on this point, 
but I am afraid we shall never be able 
to make the course of signalling easier 
than it is at the present time. 


I now come to a Question asked by Lord 
Wenlock with regard to a class for senior 
officers. The first difficultv we have had 
to deal with in this matter has been 
that of accommodation at our cavalry 
school, but I hope that difficulty will 
soon be removed. It has not been found 


practicable hitherto to have more than 
four courses a year for Yeomanry officers, 
and it has not, therefore, been possible 
to squeeze in a course for senior officers. 


The Earl of Donoughmore. 


{LORDS} 
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|I daresay your Lordships are aware 
that it is our intention to considerably 
increase the size of the cavalry school, 
and it may then be found practicable— 
I cannot give any pledge, because | 
have not gone into the question with 
the proper authorities—to have a course 
for senior officers. But information 
rather tends in the direction of showing 
that if we did have a course for senior 
officers there would not be many senior 
officers who would attend it. In England, 
at any rate, a great many of the senior 
officers are ex-cavalry officers, and | 
doubt very much whether an officer 
who has been some time in the cavalry 
could get very much instruction out 
of a course for senior officers held at 
the cavalry school. I will, however, 
undertake that the point shall not be 
lost sight of when the accommodation 
is increased. As regards manceuvres, 
we are at present considering whether, 
if we have manceuvres next vear, we 
can attach senior Yeomanry officers 
to those manceuvres for instruction, 
and in that way meet one of the points 
raised by the noble Lord opposite. 


Lorp WENLOCK: Does the 
Earl say definitely that we 
attached to manceuvres ? 


noble 
to be 


are 


*THeE Eart or DONOUGHMORE : No, 
I say the matter is being considered. 
It is all a question of pounds, shillings, 
and pence, but I have every hope that 
we shall be able to do it. I now come 
to another point raised by Lord Harms, 
as to the possibility of our having local 
courses for musketry instruction. We 
are very much opposed at present to 
allowing these courses. Assuming that 
they were to be considered in the same 
way as courses at Hythe, and were to 
earn the Hythe certificate, the effect 
of such courses would be to depreciate 
the value of the Hythe certificate itself. 
I know that that Answer will be very 
unsatisfactory to my noble friend Lord 
Lovat, but I think his corps supply @ 
very special case. I believe that a 
local course held in Scotland for the 
purpose of training the two Scottish 
regiments might possibly be attended 
with success; for this reason, that we 
should be w orking at once upon material 
of a special character. We should be 
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training men already skilled in the 
use of the rifle and the telescope, and I 
believe that a short course might be 
arranged with advantage in my noble 
friend’s special case, but I cannot 
admit that a course held away from 
Hythe fer the Yeomanry in general, 
or any regiment of Yeomanry, could 
possibly compare in value with a course 


at Hythe. 


Army 


I know it may be objected that Hythe 
isa long way from certain parts of the 
United Kingdom, and that it is incon- 
venient for officers from a distance 
to attend. I should think there was 
greater force in that objection if experi- 
ence showed that officers residing near 
Hythe were better attendants at the 
course than officers living at a distance, 
but that is not the case. I have received 
a letter from the Commandant of the 
Hythe Scnoo! of Musketry, who savs 
that officers living at a distance hnd 
that they are quite as able to attend 
the classes as officers living cicse by. I 
am afraid that I can hold out no hope 
that we shall be able to organise classes 
for musketry instruction tor officers in 
different parts of the country, at any 
rate ac the present moment. 


[ now come to the question of organisa- 
tion, touched on by Lord Wenlock and 
by Lord Harris. I stated about a fort- 
night ago that resulting on the recent 
decision of the Defence Committee a 
mw scheme of organisation was being 
worked out for the United Kingdom. 
Ofcourse, the Imperial Yeomanry have 
a full appearance in that scheme, 
but we have not yet finally decided 


upon it; and, therefore, [ must ask 
noble Lords not to press me to give 


any details of it at present. Indeed, I 
should think that it would be very im- 
proper that minute details should ever 
be published, owing to the obvious un- 
wisdom of making known your mobilisa- 
tion arrangements before you put them 
in force. They will, of course, have to be 
confidentially communicated to com- 
manders of regiments and of troops, but 
the details of any scheme of mobilisation 
for home defence would obviously be of 
the greatest possible interest to foreign 
Powers, and it would not be wise, there- 
fore, for us to publish them, I can assure 
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the noble Lord that real and substantial 
progress has been made in the direction 
which he rightly considers so important. 


(Yeomanry). 


As regards the supply of horses, the 
present arrangement is that the Re- 
mount Department shall horse Yeomanry 
regiments on mobilisation. We believe 
that in time of war, when the Remount 
Department would have its hands, so to 
speak, on almost every horse in the 
kingdom, and would have already made 
very considerable demands on the horse 
supply, they would be able with more 
certainty to provide the horses requisite 
for the Imperial Yeomanry regiments 
than would be the case if this were left 
to the colonels of regiments. On 
mobilisation the Remount Department 
would at once make very great demands 
upon the country, and there would be 
nothing to protect a colonel of a regiment 
losing all or a very large part of the 
horses which he had been counting on 
by their being bought by the Remount 
Department without his knowing any- 
thing about it. We think it is safer to 
have one buyer only in the field at a time 
of great stress, and when great demands 
are suddenly made on the market. That 
is the reason why it is thought better 
that the Remount Department should 
be entrusted with the horsing of the 
Imperial Yeomanry when war breaks out. 


As to making contracts for mobilisation 
stores, I am sorry to hear of Lord Harris’s 
want of success in this matter. I think 
he a little under-estimated the amount 
that the contractor is to get. I think the 
price is to be 16 per cent. over cost price ; 
but that is a small detail after all. 1 
note that the noble Lord is not very 
much impressed with the necessity of 
making these arrangements at all, and I 
am sure he would agree with me that most 
of the articles required are articles in 
common use, which it is practically 
certain could be bought at very short 
notice if required. However, I believe 
that some regiments have been lately 
more fortunate than Lord Harris, 


*Lorp HARRIS: I have heard >f one 
that was able to make the contract for 
one year. 
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Tue Eartor DONOUGHMORE: I have 
not got the particulars with me, but I be- 
lieve a certain number of regiments have 
been able to make verbal contracts, and 
one or two have been more fortunate 
and have made written ones; but I 
admit there has not been that great 
success under this particular head that 
I should like to have seen. With regard 
to the final matter referred to by Lord 
Wenlock, I believe there was a new 
Yeomanry training book issued, but I 
understand from the noble Lord that 
there is too much instruction by refer- 
ence in it, and that he would like a more 
complete manual. This, of course, is 
only a matter of printing, and I shall be 
very glad to inquire if such a book as the 
noble Lord asks for could be conveni- 
ently issued. I am glad to note the turn 
the debate has taken, and I can assure 
your Lordships that we hope we shall 
be able during the forthcoming winter 
to meet some of the points that have 
been raised by noble Lords representing 
the Imperial Yeomanry in the same way 
as we were able to meet points raised 
last session. 


Army 


Lorp LOVAT : My Lords, if we could 
have heard the Answer of the noble Earl 
before the criticisms were made, I do not 
think the remarks of noble Lords this 
evening would have been of quite so 
friendly a spirit. The very same points 
were brought up by myself last session, 
and practically, with two exceptions, 
we are in exactly the same position as 
we were then. We are given the same 


old reason, that there is a mobilisation | 
I have been in | 


scheme being prepared. 
His Majesty’s service for sixteen years, 


and I can remember no year when it | 


was not stated that there was going to 


be a mobilisation scheme in force the | 
following vear, but we have never yet | 
had one published—I do not mean pub- | 


lished in the ordinary sense, but com- 
manding officers should know its general 
details as regards themselves. The ques- 
tion of training was brought up last vear, 
and once more we are met with a state- 
ment that it will be considered. 


THE Eart or DONOUGHMORE: 
The question of training has not been 
raised this afternoon at all. 


{LORDS} 





(Yeomanry). 828 


Lorp LOVAT : The question of short 
courses of musketry instruction, a school 
for senior officers, and other matters jn 
connection with training havebeen referred 
to. The question of the training of junior 
officers in musketry was raised last Year, 
and the views then expressed were sup. 
| ported by Lord Roberts. The number 
| of officers who have been to Hythe to 
| attend the Yeomanry course has not very 
considerably increased from last vear, 
/and in consequence the training of the 
| Yeomanry in musketry is not by any 
| means what could be desired. The noble 
| Ear! has referred to mine as a special case, 
| I fail to see how in any way I constitute 
_a special case for a short course in mus- 
_ketry. As a matter of fact, the Com- 
/mander-in-Chief for Scotland has been 

particularly keen on this question. He 
| paid a visit to London to try to get this 
| question of short courses considered, 
seeing the necessity for having them, and 
he had a class ready to take up of fifty- 
seven officers, had he been authorised 
by the War Office. That was one class 
alone. If this were done generally, the 
musketry of the Yeomanry, which is not 
in a satisfactory condition, might be 
raised to a very much higher standard, 





With regard to senior officers, that 
question was brought up last year. and 
we were told that if we waited some- 
thing might be done. We are again 
| given no definite promise that we are 
| to have a class for senior Yeomanry 
| officers. Is it not absurd that Yeomanry 
| officers should have to go through exactly 
the same course of training as majors 
as they go through as subalterns! I 
| wonder what would happen 1f the Educa- 
| tion Department were run by the War 
Office, and they abandoned standards 
and put everyone through the junior 
forms. I do not think educationalists 
would stand that method of training 
If that method would be 
|bad in regard to ordinary instruction, 
| why should it be adopted for military 
instruction ? The noble Earl says that 
ex-cavalry officers would not attend the 
class. I happen to have been a cavalry 
| officer and I certainly would like to go 
| to asenior class. As far as I remember, 





very long. 


three of the Yesmanry regiments in the 
| North of Scotland are commanded by 
| officers who were in the cavalry, and 
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they all wish to go to a senior class. 
officer trained as a captain or a subaltern | 
in a cavalry regiment has not to write | 
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Then, on the question of horses, we 
have had a most unsatisfactory Answer. 


( Yeomanry). 


| We are told that a central body is to 


brigade orders and regimental orders in | arrange for the provision of horses for 


the same way that he does when he com- | the 
ex-cavalry | 


mands a regiment. The 
officer does not necessarily know the 
whole duties of a Yeomanry commanding 
officer. The seniors, as we note from the 
report, are not so ‘well reported on as 
some of the junior officers, and it is not 
reasonable that they should be. The 
seniors have so much more to learn. 
On mobilisation they will have to com- 
pete against the best cavalry officers of 
whatever force might land on our shores, 
and, therefore, it is essential that they 
should be fully up to their work. Surely 
we are entitled to ask for at least one 
class a year in which these officers can 
be trained. I can imagine no more 
reasonable request than that your senior 
officers should be given an opportunity 
to make themselves efficient for their 
position. 


As to the general question of 
mobilisation, we had that subject brought 
up last year, and we were thei told that 
in the future some mobilisation scheme 
was to be put before us. We do not 
wish, naturally, to have the details pub- 
lished, but we do wish to know certain 
general principles. We would like to 
know if we are to be brigaded, and, if we 
are, who is to staff those brigades. At 
a Yeomanry meeting the other day the 


opinion was expressed that not one single | 


regiment could spare senior officers to 
go on the staff. Of Staff College officers 
there are only two cavalry men in Eng- 
land at the present time who are unem- 
ployed. Where are the staff to come 
from to look after the brigades of Imperial 
Yeomanry ? We should like to have a 
definite statement on the subject. We 
asked for it last year. Time goes on, 
and we are still in the same position. 
Surely it would be an advantage if we 
were told where our mobilisation stations 
were, and where we should have to go. 
It is not necessary to elaborate that. If 
Yeomanry colonels knew exactly what 
portion of the country they were going 
to, they could study it, make their 
arrangements about transport and horses, 
and have maps ready which would enable 
them to be a fighting force at once. 


| most important school ; 





whole Yeomanry—some 25,000 
horses. Surely it would be better for the 
Yeomanry colonels to provide them them- 
selves. It is an easy matter for Yeo- 
manry colonels to ear-mark certain horses 
and notify the fact that they have so 
ear-marked them at headquarters. The 
Commander in-Chief in Scotland gave 
instructions that all the horses attached 
to his command were to have a price 
put on them, and that price is reported, 
so that if the whole of the Yeomanry 
were mobilised to-morrow, he would 
not only know where his horses are, 
but the price that would have to be 
paid for them. What is the use of having 
this central command? If there is an 
invasion the wires will no doubt be cut, 
and orders for horses will be delayed 


in transmission. This is a question 
which I hope the noble Earl 
will consider. I do not think any 


of our Questions to-day on the subject 
of training, or with regard to mobi- 
lisation, are at all unfair. The statements 
which have been made in both Houses 
of Parliament have shown that Yeo- 
manry officers have done their best as 
far as their units go to become as effi- 
cient as possible, that hard and good 
work has been put in; and I think 
it is a fair request that we should ask 
the War Office to so far help us that 
we may not only be efficient in ourselves 
but become an efficient engine in war, 
and that we certainly cannot be until 
our staff is put in a proper position, 
until our senior officers are trained, 
until our men are given full opportunity 
of being able to shoot well, and until 
our horses, equipment, and stores are 
put on such a footing as to be on hand 
at once. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I should 
like to support the views of the noble 
Lord who has just sat down on two 
points. The first point is with regard to 
a school] of musketry. I appreciate very 
much the importance of the school at 
Hythe. That school, even if others 


were established, would always be the 
but I do not see 
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that the value cf Hythe would be de- 
preciated if other schools were formed 
in different parts of the country. I 
feel very strongly on this subject, for 
if these schools were established they 
would give facilities for Yeomanry offi- 
cers to go through a musketry course. 
No doubt, as the noble Earl said, those 
who live near Hythe do not attend 
more than those who live at a distance, 
but I do not think that is a solid argu- 
ment. Common sense indicates that if 
there were more schools of musketry 
in various parts of the country it would 
be a very great advantage to the 
Auxiliary Forces generally. This isa very 
important matter. We all know that 
attention has been called to the neces- 
sity of greater efficiency in rifle-shooting, 
and if these additional schools of musketry 
are not established I think it will be a 
very great mistake. 


Army 


I heartily agree with Lord Lovat as 
to the extremely unsatisfactory nature 
of the Answer given by the noble Earl 
with regard to the horsing of the Yeo- 
manry. If you leave the getting of 
horses for the Yeomanry in an emer- 
gency to the Remount Department, it 
will be doing the same thing which the 
Duke of Bedford spoke of with regard 
to the Militia—destroying the local in- 
terest in the force. I feel convinced 
that the colonels of these regiments 
would be very much more able to find 
the horses than a central authority. 
The noble Earl said that when mobi- 
lisation was about to take place the 
Government would practically have their 
hand on nearly every horse. I do not 
exactly understand that. I am quite 
aware that in old days certain horses 
were at the call of the Government, 
but I do not know in what way they 
have a hold on private property. I 
feel that it would be very much better 
to use the local knowledge of the Yeo- 
manry officers and those _ interested 
rather than leave this entirely, as is 
proposed, to the central Remount De- 
partment. 


Lorp WENLOCK: Has the noble 
Karl the Under-Secretary any objection 
to acceding to my Motion for Papers. 


Earl Spencer. 


‘LORDS! 
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THE Eart oF DONOUGHMORE: 
What Papers do you want? I have no 
Papers. 


Lorp WENLOCK: I heard with 
astonishment that in the event of sudden 
emergency remount agents were to go 
about the country buying horses. I do 
not think it would be possible for any 
one regiment to be horsed by remount 
agents under a week or ten days; and, 
judging by what happened when the 
remount agents went round my part of 
Yorkshire during the South African War, 
all I can say is, “‘ God help us if we are to 
have that class of animal landed on us.” 
It was commonly stated by the farmers 
in the neighbourhood that after the 
remount agents had been there, there 
was not a bad horse left in the whole 
county. With regard to this question of 
providing horses, I should be very glad 
if the noble Earl could produce any 
Papers on the subject to show how it has 
been dealt with. 


*Lorp HARRIS: I em under an 
obligation at this moment to mobilise 
on the second day after receiving orders. 
Perhaps the noble Kar! will explain how 
the horses are to arrive by then / 


THE Eart or DONOUGHMORE: 
The point I attempted to make clear was 
this. Long before war breaks out it is 
perfectly obvious that the Remount 
Department will set to work buying 
horses, and we shall have large depots all 
over the country. That is under the 
present remount scheme, which has been 
published. I think your Lordships would 
find that we should have probably bought 
all the Yeomanry horses long before the 
Yeomanry were called out, and there- 
fore we should have enormous stocks of 
horses on hand and should be able to 
horse these regiments more quickly than 
the colonels themselves. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR | (The 
Earl of Hatspury): Do I understand 
the noble Earl to agree to produce the 
Papers moved for ? 
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Tue Earn of DONOUGHMORE: I 
do not know that there -are any to 
produce. 


On Question, Motion agreed to; and 
ordered accordingly. 


ARMY ORGANISATION, 

Tue Earnnor WEMYSS: My Lords, [rise 
“To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
War what is the present districtordivisional 
orga of the Army, Militia, and 
Voluiteers in the matter of commands, 
transport, and armaments, including big 


nisation 


moveable guns of position, and as regards 
their readiness in all wavs to take the field 
and be transported at shortest notice, 
and within what time, to the point on 
the e 
divisional headquarters.” 


ist coast nearest to their district or 


A very few words will explain the 

reason Why I have placed this notice on 
the Paper. It will be in your Lordships’ 
recollection that a week ago to-day a 
Resolution which I had the privilege of 
submitting to the House was accepted by 
the Government and adopted unanimously 
by vour Lordships. The latter part of 
that Resolution declared that— 
“Tt is needful that our land defenees should 
atall times be such that no nation would ever 
attempt in any form a hostile landing on our 
shores, 

The Question Tam asking follows, as a 
matter of course, from the adoption of 


that Resolution. ‘* At all times” natur- 
aly includes the present time, and I 
think vour Lordships must feel, especially 


aiter the speech of Lord Lovat, that we 
ought to know exactly the present state 
ot matters regards home defence. 


as 


That is my reason for putting down this: 


I have no doubt that the Answer 
which I shall receive will not be satis- 
factory, and as the Question is so im- 
portant L reserve to myself the right, in 
that event, of bringing the subject again 
before your Lordships at a later date. 


notice, 


Tue Earn or DONOUGHMORE: 


My Lords, I confess at once that I have 
had some difficulty in understanding this 
Question, but I gather that the noble 
Earl wishes a great deal of detailed in- 
formation as to our present mobilisation 
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Organisation. 


It is obvious that it would not 
be in the public interest that we should 
give details of our mobilisation scheme. 
All the information concerning the 
organisation of the military forces at 
home and abroad which it is considered 
desirable to make public is contained in 
the monthly Army List. There are six 
main commands in the United Kingdom 
and five in India, including the Burmah 
command. In peace, eight field Army 
divisions are organised at home and ten in 
india. Four cavalry brigades are formed 
in the United Kingdom. There are, in 
addition, in the United Kingdom ten coast 
defence commands and thirteen territorial 
districts, whose commanders and_ staffs 
are additional to the divisional and 
brigade commands. Details regarding the 
mobilisation of the field army and of de- 
fences are confidential, and no informa- 
be published regarding the 
arrangements for organising in war at 
home or abroad bodies of troops other 
than those which are shown in the Army 
List. Questions of armament are also 
treated as confidential. 


tion ean 


*Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, I did 
not gather that the Question addressed 
to the noble Earl referred only to mobilisa- 
tion, and I would suggest that information 
should be given as to the altered condi- 
tions of the various commands. Under 
the old arrangement the general officer 
commanding a district commanded all 
branches of the Army—Regular, Auxili- 
ary, cavalry, artillery, engineers, in- 
fantry, and supply. I am told that all 
that has changed, and that the 
general officer commanding a_ district 
may have nothing whatever to do with 
cavalry qua‘tered :n his district, nothing 
whatever to do with artillery quartered 
in his district. and nothing whatever to 
do, I suppose, with engineers, but cer- 
tainly nothing whatever to do with 


been 


Yeomanry or Militia artillery. I can 
understand that the divisional com- 


mander may have a good deal to do with 
all these, but the officer who used to be 
the general officer commanding a district 
may now be only an officer commanding 
an infantry division. This appears to 
me to be a very remarkable change. I 
do not suggest for a moment that it is 
not an advisable one. I have the 


2 I 
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greatest confidence in the military formation as to secret arrangements, 


authorities devising a good scheme ; but 
it seemed to me that the noble Earl's 
reply was not very complete, and 
referred only to mobilisation, and not to 
the subject of organisation. 


I am told that in one divisional com- 
mand there is a fortress, and the general 
officer who has been commanding in the 
local military area, having at one time 
had command of cavalry and artillery as 
well as other branches, has now no con- 
tro] in that fortress over certain garrison 
batteries that are there. For instance, 
the canteen is under his command, but if 
the garrison gunners kick up a row in the 
canteen he has no control over them. 
If a Militia artillery regiment is as- 
sembled in the neighbourhood for its 
month’s training, and if some of the men 
are arrested by his picket he has no 
authority over them. There is now, I 
suppose, a fortress commander, a special 
commander of engineers, a special com- 
mander of Yeomanry, and all those will be 
responsible, I take it, to a divisional 
commander. But the officer who was 
commanding in the local military area 
has now nothing like the combined 
command he once had. It seems that the 
number of general officers who are now 
exercising command over several branches 
of the service must be very limited indeed. 
I have only ventured to interpose these 
few remarks because it seemed to me 
that the reply of the noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary did not deal with the 
whole of the Question placed on the 
Paper by the noble Earl. 


The Earp or DONOUGHMORE : 
My Lords, I am afraid I do not recognise 
in the Question addressed to me any 
request that I should enter into the de- 
tails of reorganisation of command. If 
the noble Lord will put the Questions on 
the Paper to which he desires an Answer 
I shall be happy to look into the matter 
and give him the information. 


The Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I consider the Answer I have received 
unsatisfactory, because it evaded alto- 
gether the direct Question which I put to 
the noble Earl, who rode off on the 
question of secrecy. I do not desire in- 


Lord Harris. 


His Majestv’s Government have under- 
taken to be always and at all times in that 
state of home defence that no nation 
would ever attempt in any form a hostile 
landing on our shores. I only desire to 
be assured that the arrangements are such 
as would fuliil those conditions. Does 
the noble Earl imagine that the Military 
Attachés do not know all the War Office 
secrets, and how many guns and men 
they have got? Of course they do; 
and it isnothing but throwing dust in the 
eves of the nation to give an Answer 
such as the noble Earl has given to-day, 
I shall take an early opportunity of re- 
curring to the question. 


EPIZOOTIC LYMPHANGITIS. 

Lorp BURGHCLERE: My Lords, I 
rise “To ask His Majesty’s Government 
how many cases of epizootic lymphan- 
gitis in military depots had occurred in 
Great Britain before the issue of the 
Board of Agriculture’s Circular to local 
authorities of January 26th, 1904; how 
many cases hive been reperted from the 
same sources since that date up to the 
present month; whether any cases cf 
the disease have occurred amongst horse- 
owners or others in Great Britain; and 
whether the Government will issue a 
Return of the number of horses shipped 
frorm South Africa which were affected 
by the disease, and died or were destroyed 
on the journey home.” 


Those of your Lordships who were 
present on a previous occasion when a 
discussion arose with regard to this 
particular horse disease. will not be sur- 
prised that further inquiry should be 
addressed to the Government on the sub- 
ject, especially with regard to its exist- 
ence in Great Britain and the measures 
that have been taken by the Govern- 
ment to protect horseowners and others 
from any danger of their horses cont act- 
ing the disease. We have learnt that 
this disease is a highly contagious one, 
which was imported, I believe, from 
South Africa amongst the Army horses 
that were sent from that country after 
the war. It is a disease the contagion 
of which is not only immediate, but what 
is called co-media‘e—that is to say, a 
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groom or a person in contact with a 
horse suffering from this disease might 
convey it on his person or in some other 
way to other horses just in the same 
manner as certain cattle diseases can be 
conveyed, 


It is also a disease the period f neuba- 
tio 1.of which is in some cases very lengthy. 
It may be from three weeks to three 
months, but there are cases which have 
extended as far as a year and even 
thirteen months, though I believe that 1 
exceptional. I mention this fact in order 
toshow your Lordshi;s ‘he danger | here 
is of this di-:ease being conveyed if 
horses are not either slaughtered or 
quarantined. The Questions on the 
Paper also refer to the military depdts, 
and | am glad to see my noble friend the 
Under-Secretary of State for War here, 
as possibly he will be able to give us 
some information on this question which 
may not be in the possession of the 
noble Lord who represents the Board 
of Agriculture. 


I should like to ask the noble Earl one 
or two subsidiary Questions which arise 
out of those which I have ventured to 
put on the Paper. TI should like to ask 
my noble friend, in the first place, what 
precautions were taken in South Africa 
to prevent horses being sent over here 
when it was known to the authorities 
there that such a disease as this existed ; 
and secondly, whether—I do not put this 
forward on any information of my own, 
but merely as a matter of inquiry—there 
is anv truth in the report that the 
authorities were warned that this disease 
might be introduced into this country 
by the shipment of horses and that 
that warning was disregarded. I should 
also like to ask my noble friend what 
precautions have been taken in this 
country with regard to Army horses to 
prevent officers and others sending them 
for sale or otherwise whilst they might 
be in a dangerous state. It was for 
that reason that I ventured to point out 
to your Lordships the length of the time 
of incubation of this disease, because it 
is quite obvious that if carelessness was 
shown by the military authorities horses 
night be sold to other people witi the 
germs of the disease in them, which 
might be spread over the country. I 
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should like, therefore, to receive an 
assurance that every care was taken that 
these horses were not carelessly sent 
about the country, but were carefully 
looked after and quarantined for a time. 


Lastly, I should like to ask my noble 
friend to define to us exactly what 
the relations of the military authorities 
and the Board of Agriculture have beep 
on this subject, because I consider that 
to be a very important matter. Those 
of your Lordships who have had 
anything to do with the administration 
of the Contagious Diseases Animals Act 
are well aware of the difficulties that 
often arise in enforcing the precautions 
necessary to carry out that Act amongst 
private persons, and if there is one body 
which ought to assist the Board of Agri- 
culture in this particular duty surely it is 
a Government Department; and I should 
like to be assured that that was so, and 
that the military authorities reported at 
once any case of this new disease oc- 
curring in the military depéts. I 
hope I shall receive a_ satisfactory 
Answer, which wil put a stop to the 
anxiety felt on the subject and afford a 
feeling of safety and security to horse- 
owners and others interested in horses. 
I beg to put the Questions standing in 
my name, and to ask whether the 
Government will give a Return comprising 
the information asked for. 


*THe Eartor DONOUGHMORE: My 
Lords, it may perhaps be more convenient 
that I should first deal with the specific 
Questions on the Paper. The noble Lord 
asks, in the first place, how many cases 
of epizootic lymphangitis in military 
depots had occurred before the issue of 
the circular of the Board of Agriculture 
to local authorities of January 26th, 1904. 
The Answer is 111—8 in Great Britain 
and 1:3 in Ireland. The noble Lord next 
asked how many cases have been reported 
from the same source since that date up 
to the present month, The number of 
cases reported since that date is 415. 
The total works out as follows :—Treland, 
37 cases, of which 2 were cured and 


, the remainder destroyed; Great Britain, 


489, of which 99 were cured ,382 destroyed, 
and 8 remaining. Those eight are 
recoveries remaining under observation, 


212 
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and therefore we can say that practically 
the disease has been stamped out as far 
as the Army is concerned. With regard 
to the Return asked for, we do not know 
of any horses that were shipped from 
South Africa while suffering from the 
disease ; that is to say, we do not know 
of any horses being shipped from South 
Africa that were known to be diseased. 


Epizootic 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: Does’ my 
noble friend sav that this disease js not 
admitted to have been imported from 
South Africa ? 


*THr Ears cr DONOUGHMORE: I 
understand the noble Lord to ask for a 
Return of the numbe of horses shipped 
from South Africa which were affected by 
the disea:e. Ishall be glad to give him 
the total number of horses brought home , 
but I am told that no horses known to be 
suffering from this disease were shipped. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: It would be 
satisfactory to have a Return of the 
horses shipped with any kind of disease. 
T should also like to know whether the 
Government were aware that this par- 
ticular disease existed in South Africa 
before the horses were shipped. 


*THe Kart or DONOUGHMORE: I 
am informed that it did exist in South 
Africa, but that eveivbody did not knew 
that it was epizootic lvmphangitis. It 
was confounded with farey, 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: Were any 
horses shipped from South Africa in a 
state of disease which might eventually 
have developed into epizootic lym- 
phangitis / 


*Tus Eart or DONOUGHMORE: I 
am told that all the horses brought 
home were shipped with a clean bill of 
health. 


Kart SPENCER: 
thrown overboard 2 


And were none 


*THe Eart or DONOUGHMORE: 
Some horses — forty-two in number, I 
think—did die on the way home. But 
that does not prove that they were 


The Earl of Donoughmore. 
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apparently diseased when they were 
shipped. ‘The authorities certainly did 
not ship any horses knowing them to be 
infected. . 


I now come to the subsidiary Questions 
put to me by the nobie Lord. As soon 
as the existence of the disease at home 
became known the War Office telegraphed 
an order to South Africa to stop all 
horses being sent home. I can, how. 
ever, find no trace of any warning being 
sent from South Africa as to the existence 
of the disease; nor can any of the officers 
now in the Veterinary Department or 
the Remount Department remember any 
such warning being received. Indeed, 
they go further and say that the dis. 
covery of the disease here was largely 
instrumental in bringing to people’s 
minds what was not clear before—its 
existence in South Africa. As to pre- 
cautions to prevent the removal or sale 
o! horses brought into contact with the 
disease, all such horses were most Jealously 
shut up. They were not allowed to go 
out of the stable, or to be sold, or to 
associate with other horses within six 
months of the occurience of the last case. 
As to our relations with the Board of 
Agriculture, we have kept that Depart- 
ment informed of the facts as they have 
occurred, and in the Report of the Board 
of Agricul.ure and Fisheries for the year 
1904 the noble Lord will find ample 
evidence of the fact that the chief of the 
Army Veterimary Department was work- 
ing in consultation with the Board of 
Agriculture in the course of the action 
necessary in View of this outbreak. 


*Lorp WOLVERTON: The Question 
put down by my noble friend Lord 
Borghelore concerns primarily the Army 
Department, but I may possibly be able 
to clear up a few points in regard to the 
Board of Agriculture itself before the 
noble Earl opposite speaks. The purely 
civilian part of the Question, with which 
my noble friend did not deal, is as 
follows—‘“‘ Whether any cases of the 
disease have occurred amongst  horse- 
owners or others in Great Britain. “I 
have in my hand a statement on that 
point which I think will be pertectly 
satisfactory to my noble friend. There 
have been nineteen outbreaks of this 
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disease in civilian stables reported to the | 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries from | 
April 18th, 1904, the date when the} 
Order Game into operation, to July 15th. | 
1905. The number of horses | 
affected by the disease has been twenty- 
three, and the following table shows the | 
number of outbreaks and tie number of | 
horses affected in eac. quarter since | 
April, 1904. From April 18th to June | 
25th, 1904, there were seven outbreaks, | 
and ten horses affected; from June to | 
Q-tober in the same year, five outbreaks | 
and five animals affected ; from October, | 
1904, to January, 1905, two outbreaks | 
aad two animals affected ; from January 
to April, 1905, two outbreaks and two | 
auimals affected; from April to June, 
1995, two outbreaks and two animals 
affected; and from June to the pre ent 
date, one outbreak and two animals 
affected. I think your Lordships will 
agree that these figures are satisfactory 
from the point of view o! England. I, 
have had a conversa‘ion with the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture, and I 
may say that the Department are quite 
aware that there are two dangers in| 
regard to this question: one the danger | 
of the Army, with which my noble 
frend has dealt so ably, and the 
other the danger of infection being im- | 
ported from Ireland. Iam happy to be 
able to announce to your Lordships that | 
my right hon. friend the President of 
the Board of Agriculture has arranged | 
for a conference to take place between 
the authorities of the Board of Agriculture | 
in London and the authorities of the | 
Board of Agriculture in Ireland, and I 
feel confident that the precautions they | 
will take will have the effect of stamping 
out the disease, both in England, where 
it is almost stamped out, and in Ireland, 
Where it has been more prevalent. 


| culture 
| vigorously, because 


Tre Eart or MAYO: Can the noble | 
Lord tell me whether any horses in | 
England were destroyed ? 


| 
*Lorp WOLVERTON: I am afraid | 
Ihave not the figures with me, but 1 can | 
ascertain. 

Eart SPENCER: I should like to ask | 
whether the Board of Agriculture have | 
made any attempt to trace the civilian | 
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cases of this disease to the centres from 
which they came. I was responsible for 
one of the rumours to which the noble 
Earl referred. In the few remarks that 
I made the other day, I said that I was 
aware of a distinguished officer who had 
come back from Africa, who knew the 
state of the depots there, and who him- 
self had gone to the authorities and 
warned them. I quite admit that he did 
not name this disease, and I did not say 
that he did; but he warned them that 
mange, glanders, farcy, and other diseases 


Lymphangitis. 


| were Very prevalent in Africa, and asked 


whether they could get the horses they 
required in England without taking 
those back from Africa. The authorities 
replied that they could, and he implored 
them not to have any of these horses 
back, That was the rumour to which I 
referred. The noble Earl says that no 
such information or statement was known 
War Office. I have a private 
latter which I cin show him, and then 
if he likes he can make inquiries and 


| ascertain whether or not the information 
is accurate. 


Then we should like to 
know what arethe military centres where 
this disease existed. Returns are con- 
stantly made with reference to diseases 
in the country, and the centres are given 
in crder that the people in the districc 
may be more on their guard. I 
gather that the noble Lord is_pre- 
pared to grant the Return which my 
noble friend desires, and, if it is not too 
late, I should like to ask whether he has 
any objection to giving the names of the 
military centres where the disease has 
broken out. That is really very impor- 
tant from the point of view of securing 


that proper attention should be given to 


this serious disease in the country. I am 
glad my noble friend opposite has given 
us an assurance that the Board of Agri- 
are taking up this matter 
the disease has 
certainly not been confined to military 
centres. I know the Board of Agriculture 
deal vigorously with matters of this sort, 
but, although the number of civilian cases 
is diminishing—— 


Lorp WOLVERTON : 
case at present. 


There is one 


Eart SPENCER: Still, in view of 
what my noble friend has said with 
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reference to the uncertainty which 
prevails as to the incubation of the 
disease, the danger vet exists amongst us. 
I, therefore, hope the Board of Agriculture 
and the military authorities will continue 
their efforts to exterminate the disease. 


Tae LORD PRESIDENT or tHe 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or tHE 
BOARD © or EDUCATION = (The 
Marquess of LonpoNperRy): Your 


Lordships will remember that on two 
previous occasions, on Questions put by 
noble Lords opposite, we have disc ussed 
the existence of this very serious disease 
which undoubtedly exists, chiefly in 
Ireland, and to a certain extent in Eng- 
land. I donot for one moment deprecate 
such discussions, because they show 
beyond all doubt a great apprehension 
that unless it is coped with there is a 
danger of the disease spreading and doing 
irreparable damage to our horses in 
England and in Ireland, But, if I may 
venture to say so, with all due respect to 
noble Lords opposite, on each occasion 
when the matter has been discussed 
Questions have been put which were not 
on the Paper, and which consequently 
it was difficult for the representatives of 
the Departments concerned to answer 
off-hand, My noble friend the Under- 
Secretary of State for War did his 
utmost to answer the Questions put 
by the noble Lord opposite, and my 
noble friend who represents the Board of 
Agriculture on this occasion proved to 
your Lordships that the care which 
has been taken and the endeavours 
which have beep made to repress and 
exterminate the disease have not been 
altogether ineffectual. I do not for one 
moment complain of Questions which 
arise on the spur of the moment being 
put; I can only say on behalf of my 
colleagues that the Board of Agriculture 
will not relax their efforts either in this 
country or in Ireland to stamp out this 
disease, which we all agree is of a most 
serious character. With regard to the 
Return asked for, my noble friend who 
represents the War Office desires me to 
say that he will communicate with his 
colleagues and endeavour to place the 
required information at the disposal of 
your Lordships. 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 
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Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I do not 
know whether the noble Marquess 


thoroughly apprehended the Question of 
my noble friend Earl Spencer. My 
noble friend wanted to know whether 
there would be given the names of the 
military centres from which the disease 
spread. He thought it very desirable 
that that information should be given in 
order that it might be known whence 
there was a danger of the disease arising, 


THe Marquess oF LONDONDERRY: 
Perhaps I did not make myself very clear, 
I meant to say that in the Return would 


be included the information which I 
understood my noble friend opposite to 
ask for. 

THE Earb or DONOUGHMORE: 


We can certainly give a Return showing 
the depots at which the cases occurred, 
but I do net know whether we can say 
where the disease spread from. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: Will the 
representative of the Board of Agri- 
culture inform me whether the inspectors 
of the Department traced the civilian 
outbreaks, and to whom they traced 
them? What I want to arrive at is 
how the disease spread. 


Lorp WOLVERTON: T= shall be 
happy to reply if my noble friend will 


put a Question down to that effect. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: Certainly. 


DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


[The Karl of Oxsxow in the Chair.] 
Clause 1 :— 
Draiting Amendments ag'eed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, lines 1 to 3, to leave out the 
words ‘or anyone holding the commission of 
the peace of the borough or county in which the 





844 


Not 
less 
| of 
My 
her 
the 
ase 
ble 
1 in 
nce 
ng, 


mes 
ar, 


uld 


he 
of 
he 





845 Drunkenness 


alleged habitual drunkard resides.’’’—(The Lord 
Chancellor). 


O. Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2:— 


Amendment moved— 





In page 2, lines 21 to 23, to leave out the | 
words, or* anyone holding the commission of | 
the peace of the borough or county in which | 
the alleced habitual drunkard resides.’ ”—(T'he 
Lord Chancellor.) 
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Tue Eart ov MAYO said the pro- 
moters of the Bill thought that unless 
the wife was compelled to attend as a 
witness it would be impossible to get 
evidence that the husband had done 
away With the goods and chattels in the 
house. There was no doubt a feeling 
against the proposal, and the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack had ex- 
pressed the opinion that it might break 
up the home. 


Lorp LUDLOW said the noble Earl 


had not explained the words “ save when 


|a defendant.” 


On Question, Amendme xt agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 3 agreed to. 


Cl .use 4:— 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 5 to 10 agreed to. 


Clause 11:— 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 3, line 39, after the word ‘month’ 
to insert the words ‘ Provided that no person | 
shall be liable to conviction under this section 
uiless the Court is satisfied that he knew, or 
oigit to have known, the drunken condition of 
the person in respect of whom the charge is 

brought.’ "—(The Marquess of Londonderry.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
(liuse 11, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 12, agreed to. 


Clause 13 :— 





Lorp LUDLOW moved to omit the 
words, “and, save when a defendant, a 
conpellable.’ He pointed out that | 
Clause 13 made husband and wife not | 
oly competent, but compellable wit- | 
nesses in the cases dealt with by the Bull, | 
but he hardly knew what exactly was 
meant by the words he proposed to omit. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 4, line 8, to leave out the 
words, ‘and, save when a defendant, a com- 
pellable.’’—(Lord Ludlow. ) 





| As to the 


| telligible to his mind. 


THe Eart or MAYO said that, to 
speak frankly, he did not know what the 
words, ‘“‘save when a defendant ” meant, 
but he knew that the meaning of the 
clause was that the promoters wished 
the wife to.be compelled to give evidence 
against her husband, and he was aware 
that there was an objection to that. 
words referred to, the 
noble Lord, being a lawyer, probably 
unders‘ood their meaning much better 
than he did. 


Lorp LUDLOW said that, although 
a lawyer, he did not know what was 
meant by the words “save where a 
defendant’; they were absolutely unin- 
As regarded the 
clause generally, he objected to make 
husband and wife compellable witnesses, 
especially for some of the offences under 
the Bill, Undoubtedly if the wife were 
called, a conviction might te sccured if 
she spoke the truth, but it was not a 
pleasant position for the wife to be placed 
in. On the other hand, if she did not 
speak the truth, she might be indicted 
for perjury and sent to prison, That 
also was very undesirable in comne. tion 
with such cas s. There were very few 
offences under English law in connection 
with which husband and wife were com- 
pellable witnesses. In the Criminal 
Evidence Act, 1898, it was particularly 
stated that although husband and wite 
were competent witnesses, the Judge 
could not compel them to give evidence of 
any communication which had taken place 
between them. Again, only last year, 
in the Cruelty to Children Act, husband 
and wife were made competent, but not 
compellable, witnesses. In cases under 
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that Ac: it might be most important that 
the wile should be compelled to give evi- 
dence, but the Lord Chief Justice, who 
introduced the Bill, evidently thought it 
undesirable to include such a provision. 
He strongly objected to the precedent 
which such an enactment would set up. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
of Hatspury) entirely supported what 
the noble Lord had said. Such a pro- 
vision would be contrary to a generally 
recognised principle of English criminal 


law, and he thought it would be 
extremely undesirable to introduce it in 
the measure under consideration. He 
hoped the Amendment would be 
accepted. 


Tue Eart or MAYO said that after 
the statement of the noble and learned 
Lord he could not do otherwise than 
accept the Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 13, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 14 agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing 
Committee ; and to be printed as amended. 
(No, 144.) 


SHIPOWNERS’ NEGLIGENCE (REMEDIES) 
BILL. 


in Committee (according to 


House 


order). 
[The Earl of OnsLow in the Chair.] 
Clause 1 :— 


Lorp LUDLOW said he desired to 
move an Amendment to meet the views 
expressed by the noble Lord opposite 
(Lord Heneage) on a previous occasion 
in reference to Sub-section (4) of Clause 1. 
The object of the Bill was to give the 
employee a remedy against the ship 
owner; it did not change the law, but 
simply gave effect to the law by 
preventing the shipmaster sailing away 
and leaving the emplovee without any- 
body against whom he could bring an 
action. Under the present Act the 
employee could bring an action against 

Lord Ludlow. 


{LORDS} 
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| either his immediate employer or the 
Shipowner. The Amendment provided 
that if the employee brought the action 
against his employer, the employer should 
have the same remedies against the 
shipowner as the employee would have 
had; he would be able to arrest the ship. 
The Amendment was practically agreed, 
and he would simply move. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 2, lines 16 to 25, to leave out 
Sub-section (4), and to insert ‘(4) the words 
“person applying” in this section shall include 
an employer who has paid compensation or 
against whom a claim for compensation has 
been made under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1897, as amended by any subsequent 
enactment, if he shows the Judge that he 
probably is or will become entitled to be 
indemnified under that Act, and in such 
this section shall apply as if the employer were 
the person claiming damages in respect of 
personal injuries.’ ”’—(Lord Ludlow.) 


case 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 


Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to he Standing 
Committee; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 145.) 

House adjourned at five minutes 
before Seven o'clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past en 
o clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 17th July, 195. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS 
ORDERS NOT 


[LORDS] (STANDING 
PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
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are applicable thereto, have been 
complied with, viz.:— Metropolitan 
Electric Supply Company (Various 
Powers) Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time. 


CANALS (No. 2) BILL (NO STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ease of the following Bill, referred 
pursuant to the Order of the House of 
the 10th July, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz,:—Canals (No. 2) Bill. 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS ACT (1868) AMEND- 
MENT (VINCENE SQUARE) BILL 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
feport from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, referred 

pursuant to the Order of the House of 
the 13th July, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have not 
been complied with, viz. :—Public Schools 

Act (1868) Amendment (Vincent Square) 

Bill. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 

Orders, 


Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [Lords], As arsended, considered ; to 
be read the third time. 


Thames Conservancy Bill. As amended, 
considered: Amendments made; Bill to 
be read the third time. 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]; Oldham and 
Saddleworth District Tramways Bill 
[Lords]; Rhymney and Aber Valley Gas 
and Water Company Bill [Lords]. Read 
a second time, and committed. 


Local Government (Ireland)  Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 2) Bill. As amended, 
considered; read the third time, and 
passed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; 
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Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway 
Bill; Worcestershire County Council 
(Bridges) Bill, without Amendment. 


Skegness Water Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 


Amendments to—Tees Valley Water 
Board Bill [Lords]; Whitby Urban Dis- 
trict Council Bill [Lords], without Amend- 
ment, 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
* An Act for granting the use of School- 
rooms for Public Meetings.” [Public 
Meetings (Facilities) Bill [Lords. ] 


PETITION. 


CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kirkcaldy, for alterations; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EAST INDIA (ARMY ADMINISTRATION). 

Copy presented, of Further Papers 
regarding the Administration of the Army 
in India [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 14th July; Mr. Bonar Law]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No, 242.] 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
llth July, 1905, constituting Burntisland 
a Port of Registry for British Sea Fishing 
Boats [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


WINTER ASSIZES ACTS, 1876 AND 1877. 

Copy presented, of Seven Orders in 
Council of 11th July, 1905, relating to 
the ensuing Winter Assizes [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION ACT, !876, 
AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS ACTS. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of 

11th July, 1905, varying the Order in 

Council of 25th March, 1877, relating to 
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Day Industrial Schools [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Questions. 





COLONIAL PRISONERS REMOV 
1884. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council of | 


llth July, 1905, applying The Colonial 
Prisoners Removal Act, 1884, to the East 


Africa Protectorate [by Act]; to lie upon | 


the Table. 


BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES 
(ENGLAND). 

Copy presented, of Sixty-seventh 
Annual Report of the Registrar-General, 
1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


{COMMONS} 


852 


of Trade, is he aware that the regulations 
to prevent the use of naked lights and 
me use of matohes and prohibition of 
ing, for the prevention of 
"| fire oe the protection of property from 
fire on the Liverpool Dock Estate, are 
being broken with the knowledg> of the 
local police and other authorities by the 
workmen imported to take the place of 
local workmen inthe Toxteth Dock ; and, 
'seeing that the imported workmen under 
| the protection of the local police are daily 

and nightly allowed to smoke in the sheds 
where cargo of an inflammable nature is 
being stored and handled by the im- 
ported workmen, will he take the neces- 


(vuestions. 











| 


| sary measures in the interest of property 


/and public safety to prevent an outbreak 


BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES 
(ENGLAND). 

Copy presented, of Supplement to the | 
Sixty-fifth Annual Report of the Registrar- | 
General, Part I. [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND MARRIAGES 

(ENGLAND. 

Copy presented, of Supplement to the 


Sixty-fifth Annual Report of the Registrar- | 
General, Part 11. [by Command]; to lie | 


upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Report to the Local 
Government Board for Scotland on the 
Sanitary Condition of the Island of Lewis 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table, 


GROSS DEPARTMENTAL EXPENDITURE. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 4th May ; Mr. Gibson Bowles]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL 
SERIES).; 

Copies ‘presented, 
Consular, Re — 
3437 to 3439 [by 
the Table 


of Diplomatic and 
Annual Series, Nos, 
Command]; to lie upon 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


The ties Dock Strike—Smoking 
y Workmen. 
Mr. 


NAN hig (Dublin, College | 
Green) : To ask the Secretary to the Board | 


‘of fire. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Uhave 
been in communication with the Mersey 
Docks and Harbour Board, who inform 
me that the workmen in question were 
taken to the Harrington, not the Toxteth, 

| Dock, and that the firm to whom that 
| dock is appropriated were duly informed 
by the harbour master that the ordinary 
regulations as regards smcking must be 
|observed, although he had given per- 
'mission for the use of two small cooking 
stoves which have been placed in ap- 
proved positions and are properly 
watched. There is no inflammable or other 
cargo in the shed where the men are 
located. The Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board state that it is very difficult to 
prevent all smoking when bodies of men 
are temporarily located on their estate, 
but that the sheds occupied by them are 
not on such occasions used as either tran- 
sit sheds or warehouses, smoking amongst 
men when handling cargo being 
absolutely unheard of. They assure me 
that they and the police are fully alive to 
the necessity of protecting property on 
their estate from fire, and that they are 


| doing, and will do, all that is necessary 


with this object. 


| Steam and Compressed Air Syrens round 


the Coast of the United Kingdom. 
Major JAMESON (Clare, W.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade 


| whether any of the syrens on the coast 
| are worked by means of steam; and, if 


not, will he furnish a statement showing 
the relative cost of the machinery 
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necessary for producing sound from a 
syren by means of steam or compressed 
air. 


(Ansucvred by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
sirens round the coast of the United King- 
dom are sounded by compressed air. At 
the electric light stations, where steam 
power is available, it is utilised for com- 
pressing the air for the fog signals, and 
steam is also used for the same purpose 
on board eight of the Trinity House light 
vessels. At all other fog s‘gnal 
stations caloric or oil engines are the 
motive power. Ina Report by a special 
Committee of the Trinity House, which 
carried out certain experiments with 
sound-producing instruments in 1901, it 
is stated that “although many large 
steam whistles are in operation on the 
American coasts, there are none in use 
in the British lighthouse service, they 
having been regarded as wasteful and 
inefficient instruments, requiring a high 
pressure of steam, and radiating the sound 
equally in all directions vertically as well 
as horizontally.’? Tam unable to furnish 
the comparison of cost referred to in the 
latter part of the Question, 


Hyde Park Demonstration on 9th July— 
Delay to Trafic. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether the holding up of the 
traffic at Hyde Park Corner on Sundiy 
July 9th, in order to give passage to the 
demonstrators in favour of the Unem- 
ployed Workmen's Bill, was of consider- 
ably longer duration than usual «n such 
occasions; and whether steps can be 
taken in the future to prevent such an 
interference with the convenience of the 
general public for the benefit of one 
particular section of it. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The passage through the streets 
of so large a body of demonstrators must 
of necessity obstruct general traffic. The 
police took the measures which they cons 
sidered would be most effective in 
mitigating inconve.ience to the public, 
and t am informed that the time during 
which traffic was stopped at Hyde Park 
Corner was not much longer than is 
usually the case in such circumstances. 
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Pottery Manufacture—Leadless Glaze. 

Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
Shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment what number of manufacturers are 
now using a glaze conforming to the 
standard laid down in Rule 2, as fixed by 
Lord James’s Award; and how these 
numbers compare with those of the four 
previous years, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) There are fifty-six tactories, 
out of the 476 coming under the special 
rules, which use glazes conforming to the 
standard laid down by Rule2. Thirteen 
of these use leadless glazes only, nine use 
leadless glazes in part, two use only glazes 
containing 2 per cent. of lead or under, 
twenty-six use only glazes containing 5 
per cent. or under, and six use galena. 
The only figures available as to the use 
of such glazes belore the new rules came 
into ope ation in March, 1904, are the 
numbers of occupiers who applied for and 
obtained exemptiorts, as provided by the 
101 rules, from certain provisions on the 
ground of using giazes which were leadless 
or contained only a limited amount of 
lead. The number of occupie:s to whom 
such exemptions were granted during the 
two years 1902 and 1903 were as follows : 
in respect of the use of leadless glazes, 
nineteen and twenty-two ; in respect of 
the use of glazes containing 2 per cent. of 
lead or under, one and one; in respect of 
the use of 5 per cent, of lead or under, 
fourteen and thirteen. 


Deaths from Accidents in Mines. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether there 
is any instruction of the Home Office to 
inspectors of mines not to take official 
cognisance of fatal aecidents if an interval 
of a year and a day has elapsed between 
the date of the accident and the date of 
death ; ifso, whether such a rule prevents 
the attendance of the inspectors, unless 
specially summoned, at the inquests in 
cases of this kind, besides introducing in- 
accuracy into the statistics of mortality 
in mines; and whether he will instruct 
the inspectors of mines, and, if necessary, 
the inspectors of factories and workshops 
also, that the interval of a year anda day 
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should affect their action only where a 
criminal charge is involved. 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary 
statistics the inspectors are instructed to 
include as fatal all accidents which 
result in death within a year and a day. 
Some limit of time is required, and the 


limit adopted corresponds with that under | 
the criminal law in regard to murder, | 


The rule has been in force for many years, 


and the number of cases that would be | 


excluded by it would be too few to affect 
the statistics appreciably. The rule 
does not apply to the attendance of the 
inspector at the inquest, or prevent him 
taking official cognisance of the matter. 
In most cases, however, the accident will 
already have been reported to, and dealt 
with by, him as a non-fatal accident. 


Fees of Public Vaccinators. 
Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To ask 
the President of the Local Government 


Board whether he proposes to issue an | 


Order giving effect tothe recommendations 
of the Departmental Committee which 
sat to 
public vaccinators; and, if so, when 
the Order is to be issued. 

Mr. 


(Answered by Gerald Balfour.) 


The Local Government Board have not | 


at present arrived at a decision upon 
the recommendations of the Committee. 
Effect could only be partially given to 
them by means of an order. 


Parliamentary Constituencies. 

Mr. TOULMIN (Bury, Lancashire) : To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he will present a 
Return of the Parliamentary  con- 
stituencies of the United Kingdom, show- 
ing the whole of the constitucncies 
arranged in counties, each borough being 


placed next in order to the county or | 
division Of a county in which it is in- | 


cluded; showing 


county, including together borough and 


county division, or each section of a) 


county where a county has been treated 
as more than one unit, as in North and 
North-East Lancashire and the Ritings 
of Yorkshire, and indicating 


appropriate marks or type those con- 


{COMMONS} 


Douglas.) For the purposes of the mining | 


consider the fees payable to | 


the population and | 
Members of each constituency and of each | 


by | 
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| stituencies affected, and how, by the 


| Redistribution Resolutions of the Govern. 
/ment; and, also, a complete list of the 
individual const tuencies of the United 
| Kingdom, with the population of each, 
/arranged in order of number of the 
population, indicating by an appropriate 
sign or special type each constituency 
where the number of Members is reduced, 
or, in the case of counties, where the 
constituency is part of a county the 
‘number of Members of which js 
reduced by the Government proposals, 
and also by another appropriate sign or 
‘type where the number of Members is 
increased, 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
propose to lay on the Table a statement 
which will in sulstance include the 
particulars to which the hon. Member 
refers in the earlier part of the Question, 
| As regards the latter part, viz., that which 
relates toa complete list of individual 
constituencies, if the hon. Member thinks 
fit to move for this as a Return the 
matter will receive consideration. 


Lisburn Postal Service—Promotion of 
Local Men. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, s.): 
To ask the Postiaster-General whether 
he is aware that a pcstman from Sligo 
postal district was lately brought to fill 
a vacancy at Lambeg in Lisburn d strict, 
although there were fully qualified men 
‘in Lisburn district; and whether, seeing 
that a local man carried out temporarily 
the duties of postman in the district for 
six months prior to the appointment of 
_the Sligo postman to the satisfa: tion of 
| the residents in the district, steps will be 
taken to insure that local men will be 
selected in preference to strangers. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) T am 
aware of the transfer referred to in the 
hon. Member’s Question. The man 
transferred from the Sligo district to the 
Lisburn district is an established post- 
|man, and it is considered that men 
already holding established positions 
have a prior claim to temporary men or 
' outsiders. 


Reinstatement of Orphans of late Thomas 
Durkan on the OConor (Floghena) 
Estate, County Mayo. 

| Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): To ask the 

| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
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of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
O’Conor (Floghena) Estate, situated near 
Charlestown, county Mayo, has recently 
been sold to the tenants under the Act of 
1903; and whether, as no provision has 
been made for the reinstatement of the 


orphans of the iate Thomas Durkan, 


evicted tenant, the Estates Commissioners 
or the Congested Districts Board will, in 
view of the circumstances surrounding 
this case, be instructed to provide for 
orphans a farm equivalent in 
value to that from which their parents 
were evicted. 


Tiese 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Pro- 
ceedings for the sale of this estate have 
recently been instituted before the Estates 
Commissioners, who will, in due course, 
consider an application for reinstatement 
which they have received from Thomas 
Durkan’s representative. If reinstate- 
ment is found impossible, the question 
of providing another holding will be con- 
sidered, 


Untenanted Land on the Armstrong 
Estate, County Sligo, 

Mr. O'DOWD: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Armstrong Estate, in Achenry,* county 
Sligo, recently purchased by the Con- 
gested Districts Board, includes some 
400 acres of untenanted land; that the 
tenants of thisestate agreed tothe terms 
of sale giving 24} years purchase to the 
landlord in the belief that these waste 
lauds would be utilised for the enlarge- 
ment of their uneconomic holdings; and 
will he say whether the Congested 
Districts Board contemplate bringing in 
persons from other counties and giving 
them these lands; and, if so, whether, 
as this course would mean the 
perpetuation of congestion in Achenry, 
inquirie, will be instituted with the view 
of first satisfying local wants and re 
quirements before carrying out any 
scheme of migration. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
tenants on thi. estate have not at any 
time agreed to a price ior their holdings, 
either with or withovt the untenanted 
land. The Board intend to enlarge 
the small holdings, and to utilise 
the remainder of the land for the benefit 
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of the small landowners in the adjacent 
congested districts. Ifany land remains, 
the claims of other land holders in the 
locality will be considered. 


Irish Transit Rate for Coal. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of tiie fact that it costs 25s. 4d. per 
ton to load Irish coal from Castlecomer 
at Kingsbridge, Dublin, whilst Wigan 
can be delivered at 16s. per ton, this 
disadvantage to trade caused entirely by 
the transit rates in Ireland will receive 
the consideration of the Government. 


(Answered hy Ur. Walter Long.) The 
Department will make inquiry into this 
matter, which had not previously been 
brought to their notice. 


Arterial Drainage in Ireland. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask 
the ChiefSecretary to the Lord-Lieuterant 
of Ireland if he has vet settled the terms 
of reference to the Commissioners who 
are to investigate the defects and 
necessities of arterial drainage in Ireland ; 
and will he state the names of the Com- 
missioners and the terms of reference. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I do 
not expect to be ina position to make 
any statement in this matter for some 
time. The terms of reference cannot 
be announced until the Commission has 
been constituted. 


Imprisonment for Debt in Ceylon. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is aware of the in- 
convenience attending the existing 
practice of imprisonment for debt in 
Cevlon; and whether he will consider 
the expediency of causing the law to 
be amended in this respect, especially as 
regards its application to the estate 
population of that colony, in view of the 
fact that such an alteration of the law 
would afford these Indian immigrants 
more adequate protection from the 
exactions of the chetty, or native money- 
lender. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I have no information as to the working 
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of the system, but I will ask the Governor 
of Ceylon for a report. 


Canadian Preferential Tariff for South 
African Wine. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that Canada proposes 
to give South Africa a preference on 
wine of Is. per gallon; and if he will urge 
upon this Government to grant a similar 
preference. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The Canadian Government agreed in 
February last to submit to Parliament 
legislation remitting the ad valorem duty 
on all Cape wines not exceeding 40 per 
cent. of proof spirit. A communication 
on the subject has been received from 
the Ministers of the Cape Colony, but the 
subject is not one with which the Govern- 
ment can deal during the present 
Parliament. 


Assistant Clerks in the Government 
Service. 

Mr, BUTCHER (York): To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he is 
aware that there are many assistant 
clerks (new class) with an average of 
nine years established service, and in 
some cases with a total service of four- 
teen years, who are now in receipt of 
salaries of between £83 and £85 per 
annum only, whereas new entrants to the 
class after similar service will receive £100 
per annum; and whether he proposes to 
take steps to remedy this inequality by 
giving partial retrospective effect to the 
recent scheme. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
I am not prepared to give any retro- 
spective effect to the new scheme. 


Salary and Overtime of Assistant Clerks 
in Government Service. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether, in view of his 
statement that assistant clerks of six 
years service receive an increased rate 
of overtime, and of the Treasury regula- 
tions providing that only such clerks as 
are in receipt of £85 or over receive this 
increased rate, it is understood that all 


assistant clerks are entitled to a salary | 
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of £85 after six years of approved service; 
and, if so, will the regulations be amended 
to include this provision. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
I fear that the statement, to which the 


hon. Member refers, may have been 
misleading. The assistant clerks T had 


in mind were new entrants on the scale 
lately introduced. The reply to the two 
points now raised is in the negative. 


Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Seeretary 
to the Treasury what advantage assistant 
clerks of over six and less than nine 
vears service derive from the new scheme 
in offices where overtime is not required. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The terms of the Treasury circular are 
quite clear, and I cannot undertake to 
explain how particular sections of the 
assistant clerks are affected by its pro- 
visions, 


Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether he is aware 
that there are at present assistant clerks 
(new class) of nine years permanent 
service on salaries of £85 a vear and 
under who are married; and whether, in 
view of the fact that a number of these 
officers obtained no benefit whatever 
from the new regulations, he will, follow- 
ing the precedent of the special age pay 
granted to postal officials, consider the 
question ‘of granting similar advantages 
to assistant clerks who are married, or 
have reached a marriageable age. 


(Answered by Mr, Victor Cavendish.) 
I would refer the hon. Member to my 
reply to the hon. and gallant Member for 
Newington on the 15th instantf. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY(West Ham, N.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will take steps to remove the 
disadvantage placed upon certain 
assistant clerks who, in consequence of the 


adjustment of incremental dates entailed 


by the Treasury reply to their petition, 
will be in receipt of a lower rate of pay 
for overtime than they would have been 
in receipt of had their incremental date 
remained unaltered, the proportionate 


t See page 555. 
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increment of salary received under that 
reply leaving their salaries for part of 
avear slightly less than the amount (£85 or 


£100, as the case may be) to be reached | 
overtime | 


before the higher rate of 


become payable. 

(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The Treasury circular benefited the 
elass of assistant clerks as a whole; and 
if any disadvantage such as that men- 
tioned accrues to a few, it must be 
infinitesimal, and I am not prepared to 
reopen the question. 


France and Germany and the Conference 
relative to Morocco — Anglo-French 
Convention. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 


the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 


Affairs whether, as one of the principles | 


on which France and Germany have 


agreed to take part in the conference | 


relative to Morocco is economic liberiy 
without any inequality, this is understood 
to imply the open door for foreign trade ; 
and whether His Majesty’s Government 
will, in conformity with that principle, 
shggest the revision of the Convention 
betwee. France: and Britain, so far as it 
arranges for the monopoly of the trade of 


Morocco by France at the end of thirty 


years. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) There can 
be no question of revising the Anglo- 
French Declaration, and if the hon. 
Member will refer to the text of that 
document .he will see that it makes no 
arrangement such as he describes. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he will state the num- 


ber of Chinese coolies engaged by the ' 


British North Borneo Company’s coolie | 
contractor each vear since the company’s 
charter was granted ; the terms of their en- 


gagement; the annual rate of mortality; | 


and the number sent back each year to 
their own country under the terms of 
the contract. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) His Majesty’s | 
Government understand that no coolie | 
contractor is employed by the company. | 
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Tax in Quebec on Commercial Travellers 
and Agents for Firms outside Canada. 
Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 

Elland): To ask the Secretary to the 

Board of Trade whether the Government 

of Quebec have recently imposed a tax 


| of 300 dollars on all commercial travellers 


and advertising agents for firms not 
having a place of business in Canada; 
and, if so, whether representations will 


| be made by our Government to have 


the disadvantage removed, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) I 
have not vet seen the Act of the Quebec 
Legislature referred to by the hon. Mem- 
ber, but I have asked the Governor- 


| General of Canada to send me a copy of 


the Act, together with a report of the 
circumstances in which it was passed. 


Pay of Southampton Telegraph 
Clerks and Sorters. 


Mr. TANKERVILLE CHAMBER- 
LAY NE (Southampton): To ask the Post- 


! magter-General whether he will consider 
the question of raising the maximum 


salary of the telegraph clerks at South- 
ampton, in accordance with the regula- 
tions governing the classification of 
telegraphic offices. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I have re- 
petition from the overseers 
(formerly designated “ clerks ”’) at South- 
ampton for higher pay, and I informed 
them about four months ago that I am 
unable to comply with their request. I 
am considering a memorial from the sort- 


| ing clerks and telegraphists at Southamp- 
| ton for a higher scale, and my decision 
Chinese Labour in British North Borneo. | 


will be announced to the staff in due 
course. 


Leicestershire Schools—Exclusion of 
Children under Five Years of Age. 


Str CHARLES McLAREN (Leicester- 
shire, Bosworth): To ask the Secretary 


' to the Board of Education whether his at- 


tention has been called to the resolution of 
the Leicestershire Education Committee 
to exclude from the public elementary 
schools in the county from Ist January 
next all children under five years of age 
in rural districts and all children under 
five years of age in such urban districts 
as the general purposes committee may 
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deem to come within the category of un- | 
fitness on physical grounds to attend 
school under that age; and whether, 
until the new Education Code takes 
legal effect, 1t will authorise the pay- 
ment to the Leicestershire Education 
Committee of grants for infants at 22s, a 
head (as in the case ofolder children) in 
place of the payment of 17s. per head, 
the present rate, in order to compensate 
the county to some extent for the finaicial 
loss involved by raising the school age 
from three to five years. 


Questions. 


(Ansuvred by Sir William Anson.) The 
Board have been informed of the resolu- 
tion referred to in the Question. The 
Board have no power under the present 
code to pay grant for infants at 22s, in- 
stead of 17s., beyond the power given by 
Article 3la (ii) to do so In cases where 
the ayerage attendance of the infant 
division does not exceed twenty. The 
hon. Baronet is under a misapprehension 
in supposing that the new Code will give 
any increased power in this direction. 
The Article will remain exactly as before. 


Temporary Alteration of School Time- 
Table. 

Mr. ERNEST GRAY: To ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether, in the event of the organisation 
of a school being temporarily disturbed 
by the illness of teachers, visit of inspec- 
tor, or similar causes, the time-table of 
the school may be departed from, pro- 
viding that an entry of the change be 
made in the log book, notwithstanding 
the provision contained in Article 7 (b) 
of the Education Code, 1905-6. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) In 
such cases as are teferred to by the hon. 
Member, where it is not possible to ob- 
tain previous sanction, the inspector 
should be at once informed of the altera- 
tion, and the departure from the arrange- 
ments of the time-tab!e should not be 
continued without approval. 


Watford Grammar School. 

Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether he is aware that the 
Hertfordshire County Council propose to 
add to the Watiord Grammar School, 
which is a denominational foundation, , 
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a building for the girls’ department at 
a cost of £15,000 to the rates; and 
whether, seeing that the income of the 
existing school not being sufficient to 
maintain it without a county council 
grant, the whole cost of maintenance of 
the girls’ department, as well as the 
building, will be defrayed out of public 
money, the Board of Education haye 
taken any steps to ascertain the wishes 
of the inhabitants of Watford; and 
whether the Board have sanctioned the 
proposal of the county council, 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) J 
have received deputations from the Wat- 
ford and District Free Church Council 
and from a public meeting which was 
convened in Watfoid, and the Board are 
now in communication with the gover. 
nors and the local education authority on 
subject, The matter is still under 
consideration. 


the 


Motor Boat ‘“‘ Pioneer —Suggested Call 
at Wick. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness-shire) : 
To ask the Lord-Advocate whether he 
will give instructions that the experi- 
mental motor boat * Pioneer” shall call 
at Wick as soon as possible, with the ob. 
ject of showing to the fishermen there the 
advantages of the motor-driven boat. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Secretary jor Scotland has arranged for 
the motor fishing boat ‘‘ Pioneer” to 
follow the herring fishing, and she will 
visit Wick in due course. 


Issue of Midwifery Orders by Relieving 
Officers. 

Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he is 
aware that in some cases difficulty has 
arisen from poor women being unable to 
obtain assistance in their confinements in 
consequence of upregistered midwives 
having been warned not to attend such 
cases, and no others being available; 
and whether, under these circumstances, 
he willissue an Order pointing out to the 
boards of guardians the duty of the reliev- 
ing officers to grant midwifery orders to 
women destitute of the means of procul- 
ing medical attendance. 
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(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) No 
case of the kind referred to has been 
brought to my notice. Ifthe hon. Mem- 
ber is awate of any such cases, and will 
furnish me with particula’s of them, I 
will cause inquiry to be made and will 
consider what action should be taken. 


Motor-Cars on the Continent. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
will lay upon the Table of the House 
Papers showing the laws, rules, and 
regulations in force with regard to motor- 
cars in France, Germany, Spain, Italy, 
and Switzerland, together with any 
available official information as to the 
number of motor-cars in those countries, 
and the number of accidents which have 
happened within the past twelve months. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I 
ccntemplate that the Royal Commission 
will make inquiry as to the law and 
practice in relatioi to motor-cars in the 
principtl foreign countries, and obtain 
any available information as to the ex- 
perience of those countries. I think it 
will be best to leave the matter to them. 


Presence of British Admiral at a Spanish 
Bull Fight. 

Me. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether the atcention of the 
Admiralty has been drawn to the 
presence on the th instant of the 
Admiral in command of the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet, with his officers, at a bull 
fight in Spain, at which the first bull is 
stated to have been killed in honour of 
the Admiral, who thereupon shook hands 
with the matador and presented him 
with a sum of £20; and wh+ther these 
proceedings hal or have the approval 
ofthe First Lord of the Admiralty. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
Admiralty have no information on this 
subject beyond what has appeared in 
the public Press. The £20, if paid as 
stited, would not be a charge upon the 
public funds. 
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Station Sergeants of the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 


Ossory): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will arrange that station sergeants in 
the Dublin Metropolitan Police shall 
wear numbers on their collars when on 
duty, as is done by the ordinary mem- 
bers of the force. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Station 
sergeants, who are few in number, wear 
a distinctive uniform, and can be easly 
identified at any time. There appears 
to be no reason Why they should wear 
numbers as suggested. 


Length of Service of Chief Inspector of 
Gymunasia. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will state the 
present length of service of the Chief In- 
spector of Gymnasia; and whether his 
service has been extended beyond the 
age limit. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold 
Forster.) Colonel Hoa. J. 8. Napier joined 
the service on the 14th August, 1867. 
His service in h's appointment expires 
in August next, and he reaches the age 
limit in November. 


East Ham Education Difficulty. 

Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he wrot» or caused to be written 
at some time a letter declaring his 
inteitioa to introduce legislation or by 
some other means to give financial 
assistance to the education authority of 
East Ham; anJ, if so, what steps he 
now proposes to take. 


(Answered by Mr, A. J. Ba!four.) As I 
informed the hon. Gentleman on 5th 
June, t I have made no promise of legis- 
lation. I duly received the deputation 
of which I spoke in my Answer of that 
date. The deputation laid before m: a 
very elaborate scheme of relief, and that 
scheme, in accordance with my promise 
to the deputation, is being carefully con- 
sidered by the Departments concerned. 
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I am very anxious to find some means | 


of meeting the difficulty ; but great care 
is required for so delicate and difficult a 
problem, and time must be allowed be- 
fore a detailed or final Answer can be 
given. 


Irish Act of Union and the Redistribu- 

tion Proposals. 

Mr. O'DOWD: To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, seeing that the 
RedistribuSi.n Resolutions contemplated 
by the Government amount to a violation 
ef the Treaty ef Union under which 
Ireland is guaranteed a certain number 
of seats, he will consider the advisability 
of introducing a Bill for the repeal of the 
Act of Union on an early date. 


(Answered by Mr. A.J. Balfour.) No. 
Sir, I cannot consider the hon. Member’s 
suggestion. 


The Unemployed Bill. 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is willing to meet 
in conference the Labour Members of the 
House with a view to an understanding 
in regard to the conditions upon which 
he believes there is a possibility of pass- 
ing the Unemployed Fill during the 
present session. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
hon. Member’s Question was in substance 
answered by me to-day in the House in 
reply to a Question of similar import. 


The Unemployed Bill—Suggested 
Autumn Session. 

Mr. TANKERVILLE CHAMBER- 
LAYNE: To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, if it sho.ld be found 
impossible to proceed with the Unem- 
ployed Bill ths session, he will consider 
the advisability of calling Parliament 
together in the autumn, so that the re- 
lief provided in the Bill may be available 
during next winter. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) I 
have every reason to hope that negotia- 
t ons which are proceeding for a modifi- 
ca‘ion of the Bill will prove successfu!, 
cairnot coveur in the proposal which he 
hon, Memher recommends. 
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Trawling in Scotch Waters. 
Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 


First Lord of the Treasury whether, in 
view of the ev dence recently laid be- 
fore the Departmental Committee on the 
Sea Fisheries of Sutherland and Caithness, 
as to the ‘njury and damage caused by 
trawling to the white fishing and the 
herring fishing in the Moray Firth and 
the Pentland Firth, the Government wil! 
appoint a special Commission to inquire 
into the whole question of trawling. 


(Answered by Mr. A, J. Balfour.) | 
am advised that while the International 
Inquiry inte the whole question of fish 
supply in the North Sea is proceeding 
there would seem to be no sufficient 
reason for the appointment of a special 
Commiissicn to inquire into the question 
of trawling. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Seamen's Debts. 

Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal, E.): [beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he received some time ago a 
request from Mr. Bernard C, M‘Elhinnery, 
Rathmullan, county Donegal, asking for 
the address of a man named John 
Thomas Bell, employed in His Majesty’s 
service, on the ground that he was 
indebted to the said Mr. M‘Elhinnery for 
the rent of a house due whilst stationed 
at Rathmullan, in order that he might 
sue Bell for his debt; whether the 
request was refused on the ground that 
there was a rule prohibiting the supply- 
ing of such information; and whether 
steps will be taken to alter this rule, so 
that facilities may be given to creditors 
in the position of Mr. M‘Elhinnery to 
ascertain the address of persons in His 
Majesty’s service who evade payment of 
their just debts. 


*Tue CIVIL LORD or Tae ADMIR- 
-ALTY (Mr. Ler, Fareham, Hants): 
This application was refused as it is 
/contrary to Admiralty practice to 
furnish information respecting the where- 
abouts of men serving in the Royal 
Navy, except for the satisfaction of 
relatives, or for the furtherance of some 
| public object. This practice is based on 
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the provision in the Naval Discipline 
Act which protects seamen against arrest 
for debts incurred whilst in the service. 


Proposed Reduction of the Volunteers. 

Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, seeing that the number of 
efficient Volunteers, as stated in the 
annual Return, is 244,537, he can state 
by what method and within what time 
it is proposed to eliminate the 64,537 
efficients so as to reduce the total force 
to 180,000. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromury 
DaveNPorT, Cheshire, Macclesfield): In 
the absence of my right hon. friend I will 
read his Answers to the Questions 
addressed to him, Until reports have 
been received from the general officers 
commanding as to the condition of the 
Volunteer corps in their commands, it is 
impossible to say whether there will be 
any, and if so, what reductions in the 
numbers of the Volunteers. I have 
already explained to the House that the 
figure named is that which will allow of 
the additional grants which I think 
necessary being made to the Volunteers. 
I do not anticipate any considerable 
diminution of the Volunteer force until 
the incidence of the capitation grant has 
been altered in such a way as to enable 
commanding officers to get rid of unfit 
men, without thereby impairing the 
financial condition of the corps under 
their command. 


Masor SEELY: Will the hon. Gentle- 
man tell us at what time it is proposed 
to reduce the Volunteers to 180,000 
men? Will he give us a date ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
information which has been asked for in 
the circular recently issued will, pre- 
sumably, be in the War Office by 
October 3lst, the date named in the 
circular. When that circular has been 
replied to my right hon, friend will be 
in a position to judge what further 
action is required, 


Mr. McCRAK (Edinburgh, E): May 
Task the hon. Gent!eman whether the 
information there asked for, being for 
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active service abroad, is to be taken as 
the standard of efficiency ? 


No Answer being forthcoming, 


It is most im- 
should have 


Mr. McCRAE said: 
portant, Sir, that we 
an Answer. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Question is one 


of which notice should be given. 


Volunteer Musketry Efficiency. 

Mr. MCRAE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state which standard of musketry 
efficiency in the Volunteer Regulations, 
1901, will be taken as equivalent to first- 
class shot in order to comply with para- 
graph 4, Army Council Circular Letter of 
July 11th, 1905. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: In 
the case of Volunteers who have not 
carried out the present course as laid 
down in Musketry Regulations of 1903, 
but have fired that contained in 
Appendix VIII. Volunteer Regulations, 
1901, the equivalent to a first-class shot 
will be held to be the obtaining of not 
less than fifty-five points in the last course 
performed (individual practices), 


The Conference with Volunteer Officers. 
Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War by whom the commanding 
officers invited to confer with him on 
questions relating to the Volunteer force 
are being selected ; and if he will consider 
the expediency of leaving the nomination 
of the delegation to the Institute of the 
Commanding Officers of Volunteers. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
general officers commanding in chief 
have been requested to make arrange- 
ments for the attendance of representative 
officers commanding Volunteer batta- 
lions. It is not proposed to interfere 
with their discretion in the selection of 
those officers. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: How isa 


general officer to select them ? 
Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT : That 

is left entirely to his discretion. 
2K2 
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The Medical Examination of Volunteers. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if, 
having regard to the amount of time 
that would be required for the medical 
and dental examination of the Volunteer 
force for active service demanded by 
his recent circular, and to the paucity of 
medical officers and the calls upon their 
professional time, he will authorise a fee of 
5s. to be paid for such examination or 
the equivalent honorarium for the exam- 
ination of a recruit for the Army by a/ 
civil practitioner ; and, further, if the 
Volunteers themselves will be reimbursed 
their expenses in travelling to and from 
the medical and dental centre. 


Questions. 





Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: As 
the Secretary of State stated in reply to 
a Question put last Wednesday f, there is 
no reason to suppose that the service 
will appreciably add to the expenditure 
of Volunteer corps, and it is not proposed 


to grant any special allowance. The 
matter, however, is receiving con-| 
sideration. 

Mr. McCRAE: Seeing that this | 


examination is for service abroad is it to | 
be compulsory on all Volunteer battalions ? | 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: It. 


is compulsory in so far as supplying 
the information is concerned. 


Mr. McCRAE: As the Volunteers 
are enrolled for home service alone, I 
would ask whether that is in accordance 
with the Volunteer Regulations ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT was 
understood to reply in the affirmative. 


Indian Army Administration. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): | 


I beg to ask if the Government are in a 
position to make any statement a. to the 
decision of the Government of India on | 
the question of military administration | 
which recently arose ? 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The Viceroy has communicated 
to me by telegraph certain points in 
connection with the despatch of May 31st | 








t See page 390. 
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on Army administration, on which the 
Government of India think it necessary 
to make representations, in order, as 
they submit, to render the working of 
the new scheme practicable. I have 
explained in return that these recommen- 
dations do not contravene the frovisions 
of the despatch, and have expressed the 
satisfaction of His Majesty’s Government 
that Lord Kitchener is now in accord 
with the Viceroy and his Council as to 
the course to be adopted with regard to 
them. The points on which the Viceroy 
requested assurances were as follows :— 


Questions. 


(1) That the Member of Council in charge 
| of the Military Supply Department shou!d 


always be a soldier, His Majesty’s 
Government are prepared to appoint a 
soldier to the impending vacancy, but 
they cannot fetter the discretion of the 
Crown as to future vacancies. (2) That 
the Military Supply Member should be 
available for official consultation by the 
Viceroy on all military questions without 
distinction, The reply of His Majesty’s 
Government is that there is no desire to 
‘fetter the constitutional right of the 
Viceroy to consult any member of his 
Council officially or unoff.cially on any 
subject, but that the existing system, by 
which all the Commander-in-Chiet’s 
proposals pass to the Viceroy through 
the channel of the Military Member 
having been done away with, it follows 
that no special claim can exist for the 
Military Supply Member to be consulted 
or vote on the proposals of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief or vice versa. (3) That 
| the Secretary to the Government of India 
|in the Army Department (to be in future 
| presided over by the Commander-in- 
| Chief) should be given the local rank of 
|major-general. ‘To this there is no 
| objection. (4) That important changes 
|in military organisation, especially in the 
native Army, should be discussed by a 
Mobilisation Committee, of which the 
Commander-in-Chief and Military Supply 
Member should be essential members, 
and that a schedule of cases should be 
drawn up which the Secretary in the 
Army Department should submit to the 
Viceroy before orders are passed on 
them. These provisions are entirely 
m accord with the despatch; and His 
Majesty’s Government are glad to find 
that on this, as on the preceding points, 
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they can meet the views of the Govern- 
ment of India without affecting the 
principle of the new system which it 
has been deemed necessary to establish. 
The telegrams are being laid on the 
Table. 


Morocco Conference. 

*Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrin- 
cham): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
His Majesty’s Government have yet 
received a proposal to enter into a 
conference with other foreign Govern- 
ments in regard to the affairs of Morocco ; 
and, if so, whether he can state if such 
proposal has been accepted, and upon 
what conditions. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FORE IGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.): His Mujesty’s Govern- | 
ment have been asked by the Moorish 
Governme.it to join in a conference, and 
we have intimated that, subject to a 
satisfactory settlement of the pro- 
gramme, and of the time and place of 
meeting, we shall be prepared to take 
part in the proceedings. 


*Mr. DISRAELI: What other foreign 
Governments besides France and 
Germany have consented to join and 
upon what conditions ? 


Ear~t PERCY said he was afraid he 
could not answer at present. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : | 
When will the correspondence be laid ? 


Eart PERCY: I cannot make any 
pledge. Perhaps the hon. Gentleman 
will put down a Question, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: It wll be 
laid I take it ? 


Eart PERCY: 


promise. 


I cannot make any 


Prevention of Cruelty to Children. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the Report 
for May of the Society for the Prevention 
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stated that the comfort and welfare of 
some 11,036 children were affected, in- 
volving 5,091 offenders, that sentences 
aggregating forty-two years one month 
and two days imprisonment were inflicted, 
and £61 9s. paid in fines, and will he 
state the nature of the cruelty alleged; 
and whether the figures include 2,979 
children who were insured for £15,348, 
forty-four of whom met their death. 


Questions. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror tue 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKeER;- 
Dovcias, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I 
have seen the Report referred to by the 
hon. Member. Particulars of the com- 
plaints are given in the Report; and it 
will be seen from them that the great 
majority Wer» cases of neglect, starvation, 
ill-treatment or assaults. I have ascer- 
tained that, of the children known to be 
insured. fourte-n died. The figure forty- 
four represents the total number, amongall 
the cases inquired into by the society, 
which resulted sn death. 


Ireland and the Aliens Bill. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): + beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, in reference to the Aliens 
Bill, whether he can now stat: at what 
ports in Ireland it is proposed to estab- 
lish immi:ration officers or boards set up 
for the purpose of carrying out the 
provision; ot the Act. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The immi- 
| gration machinery will probably have to 
be established at Queeenstown or London- 
derry. Which of thes: should be made 
an immigratio: port, or whether both 
should be made immigration ports, must 
depend on the results of further inquiry, 
and actual experience of the working of 
th: Act. 








Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): If 
there is any doubt about Londonderry, 
I presume there can be none about 
Queenstown ? 


[No Answer ws ret :rned.] 


Accidents to Children in London Streets. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the number of children 
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run over or injured by motor-cars or 
other vehicles in London ; whether he has 
any official information showing that 
these accidents often arise from children 
following street cars and suddenly darting 
across narrow streets from behind the 
cars; and, if so, whether he will direct 
the police authorities to forbid children 


Questions. 


running after or clinging to street cars, | 
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| 


and put up notices to this effect; and | 


whether he can state how many children 
were killed or injured by street accidents 
in London last vear. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I find that, | 


in the Metropolitan Police district during 


the year 1904, seventy-one children were | 


killed and 3,500 were injured, out ofa 


total of 155 killed and 10,387 injured. 


among persons of all ages. I fear it is 
impossible for the police altogether to 


prevent children from running after or | 


clinging to street cars, They do their 
best to stop the practice, and frequently 
intervene, in the exercise of 


their | 


discretion, to forbid children doing it ; | 
but the hon. Member will readily under- | 


stand that there is often much danger in 


suddenly warning a child away frem a, 


street car to which it is holding. I can 


only add that everything possible is done | 


to keep down the number of accidents. 


Cruelty to Dogs at Lambeth Stairs. 
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tion ports mentioned in the discussiors 
on the Bill, because hitherto the wholesale 
immigration traffic, against which the Bi | 
is directed, has not come to that por. 
If circumstances should alter, and show 
the necessity for so doing, Dover will be 
made an immigration port. The ports 
selected in the first instance are those to 
which this traffic chiefly comes, as 
shown by the Board of Trade Return, 
Alien Immigration from Europe, page 59. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN further asked as to 
the views of the Dover Harbour Board, 
of which the right hon, Gentleman was 
a Member. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: T am nota 
member of that Board. I have, however, 
received their views, and I do not think 
there is any necessity to alter my decision. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): Has the 
right hon. Geutleman consulted with the 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railway, of 
whose opinion he should know something? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: TI have 
before me the returns of aliens and I will 
give the hon. Gentleman the figures, 
Taking the average of 1903-4, two years, 
the following are the number of aliens 
returned as arriving—at Hull, 67,600; 


| London, 45,000; Grimsby, 37,500; New- 


CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- | 


ing): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department if he will give 


| wich, 8,600; 


orders to the police to prevent cruelty to | vel 
all the remaining twenty-eight ports at 


dogs when they are repeatedly thrown 
into the water, until exhausted, from 
Lambeth Stairs. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Yes, Sir, 
I am to-day sending instructions to the 
police to give their attention to this 


haven, 14,600; Tyne ports, 10,800; Har 
Leith and Grangemouth, 
6,500; Southampton, 4,100; against 
1,900 at Dover, and as against 3,700 a: 


which returns are taken. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN asked the right hon. 


Gentleman whether he was aware that 


| during the last few months, and especially 
| the last few weeks, there had beena great 


matter, and to be ready to intervene | 
whenever any instance of cruelty at | 
Lambeth Stairs comes under their notice. | 


Dover and the Immigration Bill. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): I bog 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department on what grounds he 
has not included Dover in the list of 
immi;zrant ports under the Aliens Bill. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Dover has 


not bzen included in the list of immigra- 





increase in the number of passengers 
landed at Dover. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have not 
seen that, but I will inquire. 


Hollesley Bay Labour Colony. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 
to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if, in view of 
the fact that the Government have 
abandoned the Unemployed Bill, he 
will state the practical results of the 
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experiment carried out at the labour 
colony at Hollesley Bay; whether it has 
been satisfactory; and if it is intended 
toextend the principle to other localities. 


Tue PRESIDENT or rue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 
BaLrour, Leeds, Central): The hon. 
Member is under a misapprehension in 
supposing that the Government have 
abandoned the Unemployed Workmen 
Bill. They have not given up hope of its 
being proceeded with. I may, however, 
point out that information with respect 
to the labour colony at Hollesley Bay 
will be found at pages 34 to 57 of the Pre- 
liminary Statement prepared by the 
Central Executive Committee of the 
London Unemployed Fund, which has 
been presented to Parliament, and I 
presume that additional information on 
the subject will be given in the further 
Report of the Committee. I understand 
that the general experience of the colony 
is regarded as decidedly hopeful. 


Mr. FLYNN: If the right hon. Gen- 
tleman has not abandoned his bantling, 
will he say to what foundling hospital he 
has sent his progeny, and where it is to 
be found. 


Sin JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity) : 


ployed by the Government to inquire into 
the labour problem or some part of it ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 


in a position to answer that. 


Secret Commissions Paid by Parliamen- 
tary Agents—Action of the Holborn 
Borough Council. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention has been 
called to a letter dated July 8th, 1905, 
from the chairman of the Financ» Com- 
mittee of the Holborn Borough Council, 
in reference to the secret commission of 
331 per cent. paid by Messrs. Bircham 
and Co,, Parliamentary Agents, to Mr. 
H. C. Jones, late town clerk of 
Holborn, stating that the money in 
question was paid as secret commission 
and not as agency fees; whether he is 
aware that in consequence of this pay- 
ment the Holbcrn Town Counc!] have 
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Can the right hon. Gentleman | 
say if Mr. Rider Haggard is to be em- | 
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removed their Parliamentary business 
from this firm; will he say whether 
Messrs. Bircham and Co. still retain their 
appointment as Parliamentary Agents to 
the Board of Trade; and, if so, what 
steps he proposes to take. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
received a letter from the chairman of 
the Finance Committee o° the Holborn 
Borough Council containing a statement 
to the effect referred to. I hive algo 
received an extract from a report by 
/a committee, which was adopted by 
| the borough council, which contains a 
| recommendation to the effect that in 
future the council should employ for their 
Parliamentary work outside their offices 
some firm which has a rul> prohibiting its 
members from making any allowance of 
the kind in question. ‘The last part of 
the Question shovld be addressed to the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of 
Trade. 





Motor-Car Act Inquiry. 


Mr. BROOKE ROBINSON (Dudley) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether the inquiry 
into the working of the Motor-Car Act, 
1903, will be open to the publi:; and 
whether its scope will enable the Royal 
Commissioners to consider th position of 
cottagers and others who, from their 
dwellings being on the roadside, suffer 
from th» dust occasioned by the present 
motor-car traffic. 





| 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It will be 
for the Royal Commission to decide 
whether their proceedings shall be open 
to the public or not. The Answer to the 
latter part of the Question is in the 
affirmative. 





Alien Paupers in England and Wales. 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
3oard if he will state what was the ratio 
of alien paupers to the total number of 
paupers in England and Wales in the 
latest year for which the figures are 
available; what was the total cost of Poor 
Law relief in that year: and what was 





the cost of Poor Law relief to auens 
calculated at that ratio. 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The latest | 


figures in my possession as to alien 
paupers relate to the Ist July, 1903. The 
ratio of alien paupers to the total 
number of paupers in England and Wales 
on that date was about 0°22 per cent. 
The total cost of Poor Law relief in the 
year 1903-4 was in tound numbers 
£13,369,500, and the cost of relief to 
alien paupers calculated on the above 
ratio would be about £29,000. 


Sik WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton): Has any estimate been made of 
the rate of pauperism in those districts 
which are crowded by aliens ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 


in a position to give the figures. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Do I under- 
stand the alien pauper represents one 
in 500 2 


Govan and the Redistribution Scheme. 

Mr. HUNTER CRAIG (Lanarkshire, 
Govan): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board why the 
municipal borough of Govan, with a 
population of over 90,000 inhabitants, is 
not provided with a Member to itself in 
the Government Redistribution scheme, 
which provides that all municipal 
boroughs with a population of 65,000 
are entitled to a Member. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: My 
attention has been called to the case of 
Govan and I have made inquiry about it. 
I agree that it should receive sep rate 
representation as coming under Para- 
graph 1 (b) (i) of the Redistribution 
Resolution. The result will be that the 
number of Members for the county of 
Lanark will remain at six as at present. 


The Redistribution Scheme. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to «ask the President of 
the Local Government Boird whet-er 
his attention has been called to the fact 
th t by changing 18,500 to 25,000, as 
the proposed population limit for the 
disfranchisement of boroughs, and 75,000 
+o 65,000, as the populat‘on limit for the 
disfr:nchisement of double Member con- 
stituencies, and by providing that no 


county or borough with more than two. 
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Members shal! have less Members than 
the intezer obtained by dividing its 


| population by 50,000, the numbe of the 


Members of the House will be left unal- 
tered at 670, whilst the English counties 
of C rmwall, Devon, Lincoln, Norfolk, 
Somerset, and Wilts would not je 
deprived of one Member each; and 
whether, in view of the advantage thus 
obtained, he would be prepared to amend 
the Redistribution scheme on the lines 
indicated. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think that the proposal of the hon. 
Member would have the result which he 
supposes. Its effect would be largely 
t» increase the number of the Members 
of the House, while, as regards the coun- 
ties of Lincoln and Norfolk which he 
mentions, the number of Members in each 
case would still be diminished by one. 
The hon. M mber’s plan would, moreover, 
involve applying a different minimum to 
counties and boroughs. I could not 
undertake to amend the Redistribution 
scheme on the lines indicated. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Does the 
right hon. Gentleman consider one mun 
in King’s Lynn equal to six and a-half 
men at Lewisham ? 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 


: Does the Government propose to “ jerry- 


Balfour ” the constituencies. 
[No Answer was returned.] 


Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether he is aware that if the 
Redistribution scheme is passed as pro- 
posed, the counties of Cornwall, Devon, 
Somerset, Lincoln, Norfolk, and Wilts, 
with a present population of about 
50,000 to every Parliamentary con- 
stituency, will be deprived of one Mem- 
ber each, and six small boroughs, with 
populations averaging about 20,000 each, 
will retain the privilege of sending a 
Member to Parliament; and whether 
such inequalities are intended to be 
remedied before the Resolution is 
passed. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
aware that the effect of the scheme 








oe ee le ee es oe 


nt ne a a fe 


Ne oe ee eee ee ee ee a ae a 


ae eae ee a 


Se ae ee ee en rr ee ae 





a ae 


a 


el ee i 





881 Questions. 


would be substantially as stated in the 
Question, but perhaps I may he allowed 
to refer the hon. Member to the 
observations conta’ned in the last 
paragraph of my Memorandum of 
July 10th which has been presented to 
Parliament. 


Redistribution—Cost of the Boundary 
Commissioners, 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether provision has been made in the 
Estimates of the current year for the 
payment of the Boundary Commissioners 
proposed to be authorised by the Resolu- 
tion now before the House. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No specific 
provision has been made inthe Estimates 
for this purpose. The expenses of the 
Commission would be defrayed out of 
the Vote for Temporary Commissions. 


Alien Population. 

Mr, STUART SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets. Whitechapel): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade if he can 
give the figures for 1904 of the total 
emigration of aliens, not being transmi- 
grants, but who have resided in this 
country ; and can state whether the figure 
of 75,000 immigrants appearing in the 
Board of Trade Return represents the 
increase to the alien population in that 
vear, or Whether any deduction should be 


made from it in respect of such 
emigration, 
THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 


TARY ro tHe BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 
friars): The Answer to the first part 
of the Question is in the negative. The 
figure of 75,000 represents the number of 
aliens recorded as arriving in the United 
Kingdom from European countries in 
1904, after deducting seamen and known 
transmigrants. The number does not 
purport to represent the increase in the 
alien population in the year, since it takes 
n> accourt of aliens arriving from non- 
Kuropean countries, or of aliens (other 
than known transmigrants) departing 
irom the United Kingdom, or of deaths 
among the alien population during the 
year. 
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Passenger Rates from the Continent. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Secreta:y to the Board of Trade 
if he will s ate approximately what is 
the usual difference between the cost of 
cabin and the cost of steerage passages. 
from the port of Antwerp or Hamburg 
to Hull or London. 


Mer. BONAR LAW: The Board of 
Trade are in‘ormed that in the case of 
passages to London, he ap»roximate 
difference between the cost of cabin and 
steerag® passages from Antwerp is Lls., 
and from Hamburg lls. 9d. In the 
case of passages to Hull, the d fference in 
the ra‘es from Antwerp is stated to be 
7s. 6d., and fromm Hamburg 12s. 


The United States and Aliens. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
if he will state what was the total number 
of aliens debar.ed from landing in the 
United State , on the ground that they 
were criminals, in the las~ five years for 
which the figures are available ; and what 
was the total number of aliens in the 
prisons and penitentiaries of the United 
States at the end of those years. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: All the informa- 
tion on this subject that the Board of 
Trade are in a p sition to give, was given 
in answer to a Question by the hon. 
Member on February 22ndf. 


Hyde Park, Cleansing of the Carriage 

rive. 

*Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg to 
ask the hon. M'mber for Chorley, as re- 
presen'ing the First Commissioner of 
Works, if he will state what amount of 
filth and nuisance was removed from the 
carriage drive in Hyde Park for the 
months of April, May, and June; what 
staff is required to attend.to this depart- 
ment; what is done with the re‘use, and, 
if sold, what does it realise ; and whether, 
if this nuisance can be diminished, it 
will add to the comfort and health of 
thos: using the park. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): Five hundred and forty-six cubic 
yards of scavenging refuse were removed 
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from the drives in Hyde Park in the three 
months named. The Office of Works has 
a staff of sweepers (averaging about 
twelve), but the actual removal cf the 
refuse 1s carried out by a contractor, and 
the Office of Works is not concerned with 
his disposal of it. Nothing is received 
for the refuse from the contractor. The 
First Commissioner does not see what 
more effective measures can be taken for 
the carrying out of this service. 


(Questions. 





Churches (Scotland) Bill. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON 
(Dundee): I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether under the Churches 
(Scotland) Bill the Free Church and the 
United Free Church wil! be able to hold 
the property allocated to them respec- 
tively, notwithstanding any alteration 
that may be made in their constitution 
or doctrines. 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scotr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The 
Answer to the Question of the hon. and 
learned Member must obviously depend 
on the precise alteration and on whether 
it is permitted by the constitution of the 
Church making it. 


Use of the Truncheon by Irish 


Policemen. 
Mr. MULDOON (Donegal, N.): I 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to an action 
brought by one Edward Carroll against 
Dominick Masterson and Michael Cryan, 
two members of the Royal Irish Con- 


stabulary, in which these defendants 
were mulcted in £100 damages for 


striking the plaintiff on the head with 
their truncheons; and whether his 
attention has been drawn to the charge 


to the jury of the learned Judge who | 
| me that question d es not now arise. 


tried the case, in which his lordship laid 
down that a policeman was not justified, 
except in case of extreme emergency 
(such as the case of a man rushing at 
the police with a knife), in using his 
truncheon on the head of a civilian; 
and whether, considering the number of 
occasions upon which the law thus ex- 
plained has been broken. he will com- 
municate the learned Judge’s charge to 
the constabulary officers and officials in 
Treland. 
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Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Long, 


Bristol, 8.): I have read a newspaper 
report of the charge. It appears to be 
greatly condensed, and I cannot say 
whether it is accurate. The learned 
Judge does not appear to lay down any 
general rule embracing all cases in which 
a policeman would be justified in striking 
a person on the head with his truncheon, 
but confined himself to one case as an 
example. The force are fully instructed 
in the law on the point, and it would not 
appear to be necessary to further instruct 
them, even if a full and authentic report 
of the Judge’s remarks were available, 
which it is not. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): 
Will the right hon, Gentleman inquire if 
the report is correct ¢ 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): Have the damages been paid 
in this case ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot say. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): As 
the right hon. Gentleman declines to 
communicate the learned Judge’s decision 
to the police, will he say under what law 
they assault the people ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I did_ not 
decline. What Isaid was that the police 
had explicit instructions in this matter, 
and I saw no reason to add to them. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): In future cases 
will the right hon, Gentieman take care 
to ascertain if statements published as 
to Judges’ charges are correct ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It seems to 


Irish Lord Chancellor's Salary. 

Mr. MULDOON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in reference to the 
provision in the Bill to augment the 
Ireland Development Grant to reduce 
the salary attached to the office of Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland by £2,000 a year, 
he could see his way, with the assent of 
the present Irish Lord Chancellor, to 
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secure that the provision might come 
into operation on the passing of the Act 
instead of at the next vacancy in the 
office, so as to secure the money at once 
for the object contemplated ; and whether 
he will favourably consider Amendments 
designed to carry out this object. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot under- 
take to entertain an Amendment of this 
character. 


Assistant Law Adviser of the Irish 
Local Government Board. 

Mr. MULDOON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any person, and, if 
so, who, has been appointed as assistant 
to the law adviser of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland, and the date of 
such appointment, if any, and the salary 
attached to such appointment. 
such 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No 


appointment has been mad». 


Constable Masterson, Royal Irish 
Constabulary. 

Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what steps 
were taken to secure the apprehension 
of Constable Masterson between the 
date of his disappearance, on the 30th 
June, and the assizes, on the Sth July, 
on which date he failed to surrender 
to his bail; and can he say on what 
date, and to whom, did the district 
inspector at Maryborough report smaster- 
son's disappearance. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The constable 
was out on his own recognisances to 
appear at the assizes and there was 
no power to apprehend him until he 
had failed to appear. The fact of his 
disappearance on 30th June was at 
once reported by the district inspector 
to the Inspector-General, and information 
was circulated to the police at important 
centres throughout the country. At 
the assizes a Bench warrant for the 
constable’s arrest was obtained at the 
first possible moment, and is now in 
the hands of the police, who have made 
every effort to arrest the constable, but 
80 far without effect. I have most 
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stances, and am satisfied that the sugges- 
tion of connivance on the part of the 
police is absolutely without foundation, 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman see that in future 
members of the Roval Irish Constabulary 
on bail against whom a serious charge 
is pending are no longer permitted to 
retain their quarters in the police 
barracks ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: They will be 


treated in the future as in the past. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: Will you 


grant a sworn inquiry into this case ? 
Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly not. 


Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, S.): Did the 
man go away in uniform or in plain 
clothes ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot say. 


Mr. DELANY: Why did the County 
Court Judge accept this man’s personal 
security ? 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER: Because 
he wanted him to bolt. 


Promotion in the Irish Agricultural 
Department. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, in view of the increases of 
salary that have been granted to certain 
officials of the Irish Agricultural Depart- 
ment, some of whom had not been two 
years in the Department’s service, will 
he state what was the latest recommen- 
dation made to the Treasury on behali 
of the clerks transferred from the 
Veterinary Department to the new De- 
partment who have now eleven years 
service and only £97 10s. a year, and 
who will have served twenty-six years 
before they become entitled to 15s. a 
week pension. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Any recommen- 
dations which may have been made to the 
Treasury are of a confidential character, 
and I can give no information on the 


carefully investigated the whole circum- | subject. 











887 Questions. 
Lisnemaine, County Cavan, Evicted 
Tenant. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Estates 
Commissioners have received an applica- 
tion for reinstatement from Patrick 
McConnell, the evicted tenant of a farm 
in Lisnemaine, county Cavan ; whether, 
as the landlord alleges, the Estates 
Commissioners are responsible for 
causing unnecessary delay in reinstating 
the said tenant; if not, who is; and, 
further, when will possession likely be 
given. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Proceedings 
for the sale of the estate concerned were 
only instituted in December. The 
agreen.ents for purchase inciude one 
signed by Patrick McConnell. The 
estate will be inspected in order of 
priority, and in the meantime 
McConnell’s purchase cannot be com- 
pleted. There has been no unnecessory 
delay. 


Reinstatement of Evicted Tenants in 
ounty Cavan. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
number of evicted tenants in county 
Cavan ; the number of applications filed 
for reinstatement ; and how many evicted 
tenants have been actually reinstated, 
distinguishing between those who were 
restored to their old homes and those 
for whom new farms were procured. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Estates 
Commissioners are unable to answer the 
first inquiry. Applications for reinstate- 
ment have been made by 158 evicted 
tenants from the county; of these five 
have been restored to their former 
holdings, and one has been provided 
with a farm elsewhere. 


Amalgamation of Boys’ and Girls’ 
Schools in Ireland. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): I 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Commissioners of National Education in 
Treland have taken into their considera- 
1i0n the statement and resolution which 
the Catholic Bishops of Ireland, with 
the Cardinal Archbishop of Armagh in 
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the chair, adopted on the 14th ult., in 
opposition to the policy of amalgamating 
boys’ and girls’ schools; and, if so, 
whether the Commissioners propose to 
make any modification of the rules to 
which the Catholic hierarchy have taken 
objection. 


Mr. EX WALTER LONG: I am in 
communication with the Commissioners 
in this matter, and will ask the hon. and 
learned Gentleman to repeat the Question 
on Wednesday. 


Dublin Police Report. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny); 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will ex- 
plain the reason for the delay in publish- 
ing the annual report of the Chief 
Commissioner of the Dublin Metropolitan 
Police, and state when it will be 
published. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Iam inquiring 
into the reasons for the delay. The 
report, I understand, will be circulated at 
once. 


Reinstatement of Evicted Tenants 
by the Estates Commissioners. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state the 
number of evicted tenants reinstated by 
the direct action of the Estates Com- 
missioners, and give the names and 
numbers for each county where such 
reinstatements have been effected, and 
the assistance granted to each evicted 
tenant by the Commissioners. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This infor- 
mation is being prepared, and will be 
communicated to the hon. Member. 


The Irish Land Judge’s Court. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will grant the Return in reference to the 
Land Judge’s Court on the Paper for this 
day, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir, the 
Return will be granted. 
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Appended is the Return referred to— 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Land Judge’s 
Court (Ireland).—Return, by counties, of 
the Estates in the Land Judge’s Court 
over which Receivers have been appointed 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 182, of Session 1904). 


Land Purchase at Abbeyfeale, County 

imerick. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state the number of tenants in the parish 
of Abbeyfeale, in the county of Limerick, 
who have purchased their holdings under 
the Land Purchase Acts previous to the 
Land Act, 1903; how many have pur- 
chased, or arranged to purchase, under 
the latter Act; can he say whether there 
are any tenant farmers in that parish 
who have not purchased their holdings ; 
and, if so, how many. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The records of 
the Land Commission are kept according 
to counties, and not according to 
parishes. Info:mation as to county 
Limerick under the first two heads of the 
Question will be found in the last Annual 
Report of the Land Commission. The 
third inqu'ry cannot be answered. 


Crime in County Limerick. 

Mr. O SHAUGHNESSY : [ beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can state in how 
many cases within the past two years 
white gloves have been presented to the 
County Court Judge of Limerick; and 
whether he is aware that at the last 
criminal sessions His Honour stated that 
the county was in a most peaceable 
condition, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: On six oceasions 
within the past two years. The Judge is 
reported in the Press to have used 
language to the effect mentioned. His 
remarks would appear to have had refer- 
ence to the county as a whole, and not 
to any particular district of it. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 
the Chie Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to a statement made by 
Judge Keiny, in his address to the grand 
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jury at Limerick Assizes, on the informa- 
tion of the county inspector oi con- 
stabulary, that in certain districts in the 
ccunty of Limerick comprising portions 
of Abbeyfeale and Newcastle West 
agrarian outrages were on the increase, 
and that since last assizes five additional! 
persons had to be placed under police 
prote-tion ; if he will state the name: and 
number of such persons, and the reaso. 
for their protection, having regard to the 
fact that neuly all the land in che parish 
of Abbeyfeale has been purchased unde 
the Land Purchase Acts, ad that there 
was no crime of an agrarian liarac er 
before the Judge. 


(Questions. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg 
further to ask the Chief Se:retar~ 
to the lLord-Lieutenant of Ireland 


whether his attention hs been called 
t> a statement made by the Rev. 
Father Casey, parish priest of Abbey- 
feale, at a meeting of the United Irish 
League there, in referriig to Judg- 
Kenny’s charge to the grand jury at 
Limerick Axsizes, in whic: h2 as-oclated 
that district with crime, that he did not 
know of any man within ten miles of 
Abbevfea'e uider police protect.on, and 
that his parishioners conducted their 
bu-iness without recourse to violeace of 
any kind; and whether, unter these 
circumstances, he will say if any statistics 
were supplied by the constabulary 
authorities to the Judge; and, if so, 
whether he will supply them to the 
House. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Judge ,of 
Assize and the Rev. Mr. Casey are 
reported in the Press to have used 
language to the effect mentioned in these 
two Questions respectively, The Judge’s 
statement was entirely accurate. Of the 
five persons referred to in that statement, 
some were examined as witnesses for the 
Crown in a moonlighting case in which 
criminals were brought to justice, others 
are relatives of those witnesses, and one 
is suspected of having given information. 
These persons do not reside in the parish 
of Abbeyfeale. They are under police 
protection because it is believed that 
their connection with this prosecution 
has placed their lives and property im 
danger. To give their names or fuller 
information with regard to them might 
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increase that danger, and I must respect- 


copy of a resolution, passed unanimously 
fully decline to give it. 


on the 38rd instant by the Cookstown 
; Urban District Council, expressing 
Mr. O’SHAUGHNESSY: What was/ disappointment that no step has yet 
the nature of the moonlighting case ? been taken to construct the line of 
; telephone between Cookstown, Dungan- 

Mr. WALTER LONG: I think that | non, Omagh, and Beliast, notwithstand- 
was an attack on a house. | ing that a line is being constructed to 
connect certain towns .in the counties of 
Mr. O’SHAUGHNESSY: Can you Derry and Antrim with Belfast, which 
answer the last part of my Question | line will be longer, more expensive, and 
as to statistics ? | for fewer subscribers than the line pro- 
e | posed for the Tyrone towns ; and, having 

Mr. WALTER LONG: I imagine the | regard to this resolution and previous 
statistics were supplied in the ordinary | correspondence with the Postmaster. 
way. | General, and in view of the fact that it 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : Will you give | would be only fair that the people of 
me further information as to this matter 2 | Tyrone should enon equal pv aan to 
I think I am entiiled to it as a Member | that accorded - their neighbours in 
i aT | Derry and Antrim, can he now say when 

ms steps will be taken to have the line 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have said | ComStructed. 


at if I were to give further information | , : . ; 
are eae ah ies dak, ele | Lorp STANLEY: I have received the 
+ ¢ S > > a C oo i ° i | - ‘ z 
oe rin S | resolution referred to and am giving the 


these p ople are, and I am _ not inclined | subject careful consideration. I should 
to do that. | be quite willing at once to extend the 
North of Ireland Postal Service. | — ce 8 pth geertsenon in 
IR. OO au N Tyr ne. ): I be | q es Ke : He e W e as ma persons 
Ge, DOOEED (Tyee, =.) “8 in them willing to rent telephones as 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether Regge i Se sage 
he has recently received copies of | prt ii I Sha iced ’ 
resolutions passed by the urban councils | ° 7 
of Dungannon, Omagh, Cookstown, yp 7. W. RUSSELL: But did eke 
@ " ¢ ! . ‘ -' . . . Jha . C 
Strabane, and Armagh in favour ot ®0 return sent to the noble Lord last year 
evening postal service via Greenore and | oho. more prospective subscribers ? 
Holyhead, whereby an extension of two | ' ; 
hours would be given to all towns lying | 
between Londonderry and Greenore for | 
pesting their English letters; and | actus Shad 
whether, in the interests of Ulster) Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: It is the case, 
generally, he will consider the de- | though. 
sirability of establishing such service. 








Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Late Letters for the Limerick Night 


Tur POSTMASTER - GENERAL rena 

(Lord Stantey, Lancashire, Westhough-| Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
ton): Many of the local authorities in| the Postmaster-General whether his 
the North of Ireland have applied to me attention has been called to the fact that 
for a service to England by way of| persons desiring to post late letters 
Greenore, and only last week I received | at the night mail leaving Limerick have 
an influential deputation on the subject. been refused entrance to the railway 
I am now making further inquiry as to | station by the officials of the railway 
the possibility of meeting their wishes, | company, although showing the letters; 
and I will in due course comanaiente and whether he will have representa- 
my decision to the hon, Member. | tions made to the company to facilitate 

; ‘the posting of late letters at the station. 

Cookstown Telephone Arrangements. | 
,. Mr. DOOGAN: I beg to ask the) Lorp STANLEY: My attention has 
Postmaster-General has he received a! been called to this matter. I should 
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erhaps explain that the public are only 

allowed to go on railway platforms to 
post letters by favour of the railway 
company, and that it is of course always | 
open to a company to refuse that 
favour. As only passengers are now 
allowed on the platform at Limerick 
Station, I have given instructions for the 
letter box in front of the booking office 
which is accessible to the public at all 
times to be cleared a few minutes before 
the time of despatch of the mail trains 
in order that it may be used for late-fee 
letters for the mail. 


Wiltshire and the Redistribution Scheme. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is aware that there 
are at present in the county of Wilts 
five county constituencies with an 
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the fact that at the passing of the Reform 
Act of 1832 the population of Ireland 
entitled that country to 261 Members, 
and that a demand for an increase in the 
Irish representation to that figure was 
rejected by the British Parliament on the 
ground that the Act of Union fixed the 
Irish representation for ever at the 
present figure; whether he is aware that 
the Ministers of the time and both Eng- 
lish Parties insisted that the Act of Union 
was a treaty between Great Britain and 
Ireland, and could not be altered unless 


Questions. 


| by consent of both parties; and whether 
_he can state on what grounds it is pro- 


posed to make population the test when 
the population has declined, seeing that 


| this Parliament refused to accept that 


average population of over 50,000 each; | 


that there is in the same county a 
borough with a population of 19,421, as 
returned by the census of 1901; and 
that the proposals of the President of 
the Local Government Board entail the 
disfranchisement of one county 
representing an average population of 


seat, | 


over 50,000, and the retention of the | 


borough as a Parliamentary constituency | 


with its population of 19,421; and if, 
under these circumstances, he will re- 
consider the Redistribution proposals of 
the Government in so far as they affect 
the county of Wilts. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
3atrour, Manchester, E.): As I think 
the hon. Gentleman will see, there is no 
possible principle to be laid down, short 


of equal electoral areas, which will not | 


produce, or rather I ought to say leave, 
in a diminished form some anomalies. 
The Government are clearly averse from 
the principle of equal electoral districts, 
which as far as I know has never found 
any favour with responsible statesmen 
on either side of the House, and the hon. 
(entleman, therefore, must not make it 
amatter of reproach that anomalies exist 
under the scheme we have submitted. 


Ireland and the Redistribution Bill. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 


to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 


test When the Irish population had 
largely increased. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Such informa- 
tion as I have in my possession dues not 
lead me to believe that the hon. Gentle- 
man is accurate in his statement in the 
first portion of his Question, but he may 
have been able to give a more detailed 
examination to the debates of 1831-32 
than I have been able. I have not come 
across the statement to which he refers, 
As regards the original arrangement in 


|the Act of Union, the representation of 





Ireland appears, as far as it can be made 
out, to have been fixed upon the double 
consideration of taxable value and 
population, [‘‘Oh.”] I may be wrong. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: You are. 
Mr. A. J, BALFOUR: TI understood 
that view was common property. I do 
not know how that would work out on 
the present occasion. It is not my 
business to make the necessary inquiries, 
and it is not the plan on which the 
Government propose to proceed. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he is 
not aware that Mr. Stanley, in dealing 
with this subject in reference to the 
Reform Act of 1832, refused to increase 
the number of Irish Members, or to take 
into consideration the increase of popula- 
tion, because he argued that Ireland was 
estopped from asking more having 
accepted the figure of 100 in the Act of 


whether his attention has been cailed to! Union. 
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* Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is possible ; 
if the hon. Gentleman has seen that 
reference, I have no doubt it is accurate. 
Ihave come across some obiter dicta of 
independent Members of that time, but 
not eny authoritative statement of the 
then Government which bears out the 
contention in the Question. But I do 
not wish to assert a negative; if the hon. 
Gentleman knows it, I quite accept his 
statement. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Might I 
most respectfully suggest to the right 
hon. Gentleman that before he seriously 
proposes to interfere with the representa- 
tion of Ireland he ought to make himself 
acquainted with the facts ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: TI think the 
hon, Gentleman does me, quite uncon- 
sciously, some injustice. I have made 
myself acquainted with the fact that all 
the provisions of the Act of Union re- 
lating to the representation of Ireland’s 
counties and boroughs, or almost all, have 
been violated, chiefly by those with 
whom he acts. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Op a point 
of order, Mr. Speaker, I made a respectful 
suggestion to the right hon, Gentleman 
that he ought to have made himself 
acquainted with the facts: is he entitled 
in answer to that suggestion to make an 
argumentative statement ! 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: On the point 
of order, Sir, may I ask whether, when I 
am reproached with ignorance—— 
REDMOND: ad- 


You 


Mr. JOHN 
mitted jt. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: With ignorance 
of the fundamental considerations that 
ought to govern the conduct of the House 
inthis matter, Iam to be debarred from 
stating and proving that I had adequate 
knowledge as regards the matter in hand. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether, 
in view of the difference of opinion 
which exists on this question, he will 
not consider the propriety of publish- 
ing, as a Parliamentary Paper, first, the 
Act of Union, and secondly, the brief 
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debate, for such it was, which took place 
in 1832 on the question of the Irish 
representation. 


Questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That question does 
not arise out of this. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is the right hon, 
Gentleman aware that Mr. Stanley, who 
made this declaration, was Chief Secretary 
for Ireland, and subsequently became 
Lord Derby ? As it was an official declara- 
tion on the part of the Government, will 
the right hon. Gentleman circulate that 
speech ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That also does not 
arise out of the Question on the Paper. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): Isit not the fact that the result of the 
Union with Ireland for the first thirty 
vears of the last century was largely to 
increase the population of Ireland ? 


[No Answer was returned, | 


The Unemployed Bill. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: IT beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if, 
having regard tothe number of unem- 
ployed in Sheffield and the district in the 
winter and to the increasing importation 
of staple goods they used formerly to 
make, he will indicate, in view of the 
exigencies of next winter, what portions 
of the Unemployed Bill can be regarded 
as uncontentious, and drop the re- 
mainder, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board is, I believe, in communiea- 
tion with Gentlemen on both sides of the 
House; and I have great hopes that there 
may be a common desire to agree upon a 
Bill which should be, if not universally 
approved, at all events sufficiently in con- 
formity with the general view of the 
House as to be practically uncontent ous. 


The Redistribution Resolutions. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND : Mr. Speaker, 
I beg to ask you whether you are now in 
a position to give a ruling with reference 
to the point of procedure to which I took 
the liberty of calling your attention last 
Thursday—namely, whether it would be 
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and of precedent to take the Redistribu- 
tion Resolution as one Resolution, or 
whether it ought not, as has been done 
in similar cases, to be submitted to a 
Committee of the House ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I also 
ask you, Mr. Speaker, to give your ruling 
as to my point of order—namely, whether, 
when a Resolution contains various differ- 
ent propositions, it should not be divided, 
and each proposition put separately ? 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: I have had an oppor- 
tunity of taking into consideration all the 
points that were raised on Thursday last ; 
and I have come to the conclusion that 
to offer the Resolution which stands in the 
name of the President of the Local 
Government Board and to take it in the 
ordinary way—that is, en bloc—atfter the 
first Amendment has been disposed of, 
would not afford to the House a sufficient 
and adequate opportunity for discussing 
the various matters and principles which 
are contained in that Resolution. I think, 
therefore, the Resolution ought to be 
diviled inte at least eight, and probably 
nine, Resolutions. When that poirt is 
reached [ have further to consider whether. 
in taking a series of Resolutions like these, 
eight or nine in number, the proper pro- 
cedure is that they should be taken seriatim 
by the House with myself in the Chair, 
or whether they should be referred to a 
Committee. It may be said that the old 
system of referring these Resolutions to 
a Committee of the Whole House is 
obsolete. The last time in which it 
was employed, 1 think, was about the 
year 1868. But I cannot undertake 
myself to say that a system of that 
kind has become obsolete in the course of 
less than forty years. The question 
then arises — How are these Resolutions 
to be dealt with? The form of pro- 
posing these Resolutions, although not 
obsolete, is antiquated; but I feel I am 
driven back when this form is adopted 
to follow former precedents; and, look- 
ing at almost the last precedent—the 
year 1867, when Mr. Disraeli introduced 
his Reform Resolutions, which were 
somewhat of this character, partly for 
the extension of the franchise, and 
partly for redistribution of seats. which 
numbered some thirteen, I find that the 
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procedure then adopted was to set up a 
Committee of the Whole House and to 
refer these Resolutions to that Com- 
mittee, where they would, in the 
ordinary course, have been discussed. 
It so happened that on that particular 
occasion they were not discussed, be- 
cause another method of procedure was 
adopted, and the principles set out in 
the Resolution were embedied in a Bill. 
But that does not concern the House 
on the present occasion. What really 
does concern the House is, what the 
procedure then adopted was; and the 
procedure was, as I say, to set up a 
Committee and refer these Resolutions 
to it. [An Oppostrron MEMBER: A 
Committee of the Whole House?] Yes, 
certainly, a Committee of the Whole 
House. That was the same procedure 
as was adopted in 1858 upon the 
Resolutions relating to the Government 
of India; and those two precedents 
seem to me to be strictly in force, and 
I cannot take upon myself to set aside 
those precedents on this occasion. I 
can only repeat what I said on Thursday 
as to the precedent of the Irish Church 
Resolutions, which [ do not think is for 
our guidance, and so need not be con- 
sidered on this oceasion; for, by reason 
of a certain Standing Order then in 
existence, all matters dealing with 
religion were, by that Order, referred 
to a Committee. But, following the 
precedents of 1858 and 1867, my opinion 
is that these Resolutions ought to br 
divided, and, when divided, that ther 
ought to be considered by a Committee 
of the Whole House. 


(Questions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I, Sir. 
after that statement, ask the Prime 
Minister what course he proposes to 
ask the House to adopt to-morrow, or on 
subsequent days, in reference to this 
matter ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It must be 
perfectly evident to every Member of the 
House who has listened to your ruling, 
Mr. Speaker, that unless the two sides of 
the House come to some agreement as to 
the length of time to be occupied in these 
discussions, an agreement which, of 
course, in view of the pressure of other 
business upon us, would not involve a 
very large expenditure of Parliamentary 
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time, I cannot go on with them; and as 
no suggestion has reached me that any 
such agreement is likely to be considered, 
as. indeed, it was openly derided by the 
hon. Gentleman who has put the Question 
to me, I propose to found my course upon 
the same precedent as you, Mr. Speaker, 
have founded your ruling; and, as Mr. 
Disraeli in 1867 withdrew his Resolutions 
and proceeded with his Bill, I mean to 
withdraw my Resolution and proceed with 


my Bill. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Does the right hon. 
Gentleman mean to proceed by Bill 
during the present session ¢ 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: Oh, no! 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
J would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
what, then, will be the course of business 
this week ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 
proceed with the Committee on the 
Scottish Churches Bill to-morrow and 
until that stage of the Bill is finished. I 
hope to be able to take the preliminary 
stages of the Naval Works Bill during the 
next few days, so as to take the Second 
Reading of that BiJl on Friday. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
What Supply will be taken on Thursday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Irish Supply. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Colonial Vote is greatly in arrears, 
and the right hon. Gentleman promised 
a day for the discussion of the new Con- 
stitution of the Transvaal. 


Ms. A. J. BALFOUR: TI said that 
the proper time for the discussion of the 
Transvaal Constitution was on the Colonial 
Vote, and if the right hon. Gentleman 
desires I will put that Vote down for 
Thursday week. 


Mr. BUCHANAN:, Will the right 
hon. Gentleman give the usual three 
extra days for Supply ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that is 


a very unlikely contingency. 
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Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: May T esk 


whether, as the right hon. Gentleman has 
withdrawn the Redistribution Resolution, 
he will consider the advisability of giving 
some of the available time to the Town 


Tenants (Ireland) Bill. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Do I understand the right hon. Gentleman 
to say that he does not propose to give 
the usual three extra days to Supply? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I said it was 
an improbable contingency ; and I am 
sure that, if the right hon, Gentleman 
has listened to the passionate appeals 
which have been made to me with regard 
to the legislative projects of the Govern- 
ment, he would not press me for them. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Surely the Resolution upon Redistribution 
being out of the way makes a difference 
in the prospects of Supply ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The withdrawal 
of that Resolution may facilitate the 
progress of various important Bills; but 
I do not think it makes it easier to find 
time for all the things about which I am 
pressed by both sides of the House. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman now proceed with 
the Sale of Butter Bill? 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Motions for Adjournment for Holidays. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury can he 
now say when he proposes to make the 
Motion whereof notice was given by him 
three months ago, and which now stands 
in his name on the Order-book, with 
reference to adjournments ; and can he 
state whether he intends to make it this 
session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have on 
several occasions indicated to the House 
that if the proposal were to be treated as 
uncontentious I would move it, but I 
have received no assurance from hon. 
Gentlemen opposite that it would be so 
treated. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: On the last 
occasion I raised this question the right 
hon. Gentleman p omised to consider if 


my Amendment were not uncontentious. | 


Sir H. CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN; 
The right hon. Gentleman may rest 
assured that the substance of the 
Resoluti‘n is generally approved. We 
say it ought to be carried a gool deal 
further. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: And there- 
fore it becomes a question of the accept- 
ance of my Amendment. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I certainly 
cannot accept my hon. friend’s Amend- 
ment nor do I understand it would be 
treated as non-contentious. I may be 
mistaken, but I understand the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite to say that whether 
the Motion be in the form in which it 
appears on the Paper or whether in the 
form my hon. friend desires to see it 
voted, it would not meet the views of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, who hold that a 
much more extensive change is required. 


Business of the House—Suggested 
Autumn Session. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
KE.) : I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he will arrange 
to prolong the session until at least the 
Unemployed Bill and the Workmen’s 
Compensation Bill are carried into law; 
and whether, in the event of this being 
impracticable, he will call together 
Parliament early in the autumn to 
secure the passing of the Unemployed 
Bill in time to enable local authorities 
to take any necessary action under it 
before the winter. 


Mr. CHANNING: I beg also to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is aware of, and his 
considered, the repeated declarations 


of Judges and magistrates, that 
changes of the ‘aw in the — sense 
of the proposals of the Prevention of 
Corruption Bill and the Betting Bill 
are urgently necessary to check grave | 
commercial and social evils; whether | 
he is aware that the organised tempta- | 
tions to betiing, offered to women and | 
children as well as to men, and leading | 
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to habitual gambling and _ frequently 
to crime, are greatly on the increase in 
populous centres, and that sporting 
mid-day editions of newspapers are 
now being circulated gratuitously to all 
employees at certain large works in 
towns like Manchester ; and whether 
he will consider the advisability of 
devoting part of the remainder of the 
session to useful and urgent legislation 
of this type. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR : I am very 
anxious that the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Bill should pass. I am not aware 
that it will require much discussion. 
It is another matter, however, to ask 
that there should be an autumn session 
to discuss that Bill, the Prevention of 
Corruption Bill, and the Betting Bill. 
That is a self-denying proposal which 
will not meet with universal approval 
even on the hon. Member's own side 
of the House, and certainly not of the 
House generally. 


Mr. CHANNING: Does the right hon, 
Gentleman prefer to pass his Redistribu- 
tion Bill to measures of great social 
importance—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! That 


is an argumentative question. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN, 

Henry Liddell. esquire, for the County 
of Down (West Down Division). 
ADVERTISEMENTS REGULATION BILL 

[LORDS]. 
Read the first time ; to be read a second 


time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
[Bill 273. ] 


PUBLIC MEETINGS (FACILITIES) BILL 
[LORDS]. 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 274.] 

DOGS (PROTECTION) BILL. 

Second Reading upon Monday, 31st 
July. 

2L2 
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CARTS (IRELAND) BILL. | Home Secretary estimated that his Bill 

*To provide for the use of Irish | would involve an annual outlay of 
characters in the names of owners painted | £24,000. He feared, however, it would 
on carts,” presented by Mr, Boland ; sup- | cost the taxpayer far more than it would 
orted by Mr. Hugh Law, Mr. Lundon, | save him. ‘Though he admitted the 
and Mr. O’Malley ; to be read a second | Bill had been altered for the better, it 
time upon Thursday, and to be printed. | still did not protect the victims of 
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[Bill 275.] 


RELIEF OF RELEASED PRISONERS 


31 LL. 


“To make better provision as to the 


relief of Persons released from Prison,” | 


presented by Major Seely; supported by 
Sir Barrington Simeon; to be read a 


second time upon Wednesday. and to be | 


printed. [Bill 276.] 


ALIENS BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) moved to 
omit Clause 1. He thought the House 
might very well consider at this stage 
whether it was wise to put on the Statute- 
book of this country a provision which 
obviously was not meant to be ade- 
quately carried out by the Government 
and which cast upon shippers and ship- 
ping companies the expense of an opera- 
tion which was intended for the benefit 
of the nation. That was, he submitted, 
an unfair principle to go upon. This 


clause was meant, they were told, for the | 


purpose of keeping out what were de- 
scribed as undesirable aliens, but the 
opposition to it was on the ground that 
it set up a poverty test. 


clusion of the aliens. Conditions might 


arise in which it would be necessary to | 


protect ourselves against a huge immi- 
gration, but those conditions had not 


arisen yet. The number of pauper aliens | 


in comparison with the total alien popu- 
lation was only one-fourth the number 


of British paupers as compared with the | 


British population, and, therefore, so far 
from alien paupers being supported by 
the Britisher, the alien ratepayer made 
a grant in aid towards the support of 
British paupers. They had been in- 
formed during Questions that day that 
the total cost of alien paupers to this 
country was £29,000 per annum, and the 


In his opinion | 
no case had been made out for the ex- | 


| religious persecution, and he argued that 


‘it was not right to cast on shipowners 
'a charge which, if borne at all, should 
| be borne by the nation. 

| Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 1, line 6, to leave out Clause 1.”— 
| (Mr. Emmott.) 

| Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out to the word 
‘elsewhere,’ in line 11, stand part of the 
Bill.” 


| 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs- 
Dovatas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said he 
could not accept the Amendment. He 
maintained the necessity of excluding 
/undesirable aliens, and, in so far as a 
| certain onus was thrown on the ship- 
/owners, said he was assured by the 
| shipowners themselves, including the hon. 
|Member for Grimsby, who had a_prac- 
| tical acquaintance with the matter that 
| the cost would be infinitesimal, It must 

be remembered that the ;rovision allow- 

| ing the examination to be made on shore 
_at the scheduled ports was a concession to 
the shipowners, who undertook, if it were 
granted, to rai e no difficulty with regard 
' to the cost, while the burden, such as it 
was, would make them more careful in 
regard to the kind of immigrants whom 
they brought to these shores. He could 
n t admit that the hon. Member in his 
sympathy for the shipowner had shown 
any ;ood reasun for the omission of the 
clause. It was not unfair to ask the 
shipowner, who presumably made a profit 
_ by bringing aliens to this country, to pay 
/any extia cost which might be incurred. 
He hoped that under these circumstances 
'the hon. Member would not press his 
| Motion to a division. 





| Mr. BRYCE (Anerdeen, 8.) said that 
j}as the right hon. Gentleman the Home 
| Secretary desired to postpone what he had 


| to submit on the religious question he 
| 


would say nothing about it now. But he 
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must observe that when the Home Secre- 
tary told them that buildings already 
existed, were they to understand that 
they existed in such a way as to be 
capable of being used as practicable 
places of public detention. There might 
be places in which immigrants could be 
put up for the night, but it must be 
remembered that it was part of the plan 
of the Government that they should be 
kept as prisoners, and that it should be an 
offence for which they could be punished 
and brought back for them to try to 
escape. Would the right hon. Gentleman 
tell them whether these places were what 
they called ‘‘ lock-ups;’° that they were 
to be under police supervision and where 
immigrants could be kept as prisoners in 
such a way as to prevent them trying to 
escape ¢ He wished to have some informa- 
tion upon this subject. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the view of the 
Opposition was that they ought not to 
exclude entry, but that they ought to 
exclude persons who were proved to be 
criminals, and that the view of the 
Government was that they ought not 
only to expel the criminal but that they 
ought to prevent the criminal and every 
other person considered undesirable from 
coming in. 


He would recall the points on which 
the right hon. Gentleman had en- 
tirely failed to give any satisfaction in 
answer to the criticisms they had made. 
First of all they had had no evidence of 
the gravity of the evil, no statistics 
entitled to any credence had been given 
to them with regard to the number of 
aliens who came here to stay. In the 
next place, the right hon. Gentleman had 
never met their argument that they 
could not exclude aliens without doing 
wrong to a large number of innocent 
people. It had never been shown that 
the aliens who would be excluded under 
this Bill would be those who were guilty 
of the two offences charged under the 
Bill, viz., that they injured British trade 
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or that they became chargeable on the 
rates. What had been shown was that 
the Jews provided for the poor members 
of their own community, and that the 
bringing in of a great deal of Jewish 
labour enabled a number of trades to be 
established which could not flourish 
without cheap labour in their initial 
stages. That was a point on which they 
had repeatedly asked for information 
which they had never had. Further, 
the Home Secretary had been obliged to 
admit that he could not exclude aliens 
coming in in batches of under twenty and 
that the steamboat companies would 
practically be able to bring about all the 


evils of which he complained. Again, 
the right hon. Gentleman had _ never 


attempted to show that there were any 
means whatever by which the Bill would 
reduce the number of criminal aliens 
who entered. The Bill applied only to 
steerage passengers, and it would not 
exclude the most dangerous classes— 
the expert pick-pocket and the women 
whom they all desired to exclude, but who 
did not come in as steerage passengers. 
Therefore, as far as they were concerned, 
the Bill was a mere sham. Conse- 
quently, he was obliged to ask the 
Home Secretary whether he would at 
this stage. or on some of the Amend- 
ments, endeavour to give some Answer 
to the criticisms they had repeatedly 
made on the Bill, and whether he would 
endeavour to show in the first place 
that the evils were real; and in the 
second place, if they were proved to be 
real, whether the Bill would do anything 
to reduce them. Until that were done, 
they would be compelled to regard the 
Bill as one merely brought in to meet a 
political ery to which the Party oppo- 
site had lent themselves. 


Question put. 


The House divided: — Ayes, 228; 
Noes, 132. (Division List No. 285.) 


AYES. 


Agg Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ansoa, Sir William Reynell 


| Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Josce line FitzRoy | 
3ailey, James (Walworth) 


Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J. (Manch’r 
salfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
' Balfour, RtHnGeraldW. (Leeds) 





Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO. | Baird, John George Alexander | Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Arrol, Sir William | Balearres, Lord | Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Baldwin, Alfred | Bartley, Sir George C.,T. 
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Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
eee se, Sir M. M. 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigw ood, yy Ro 
Bill, Charles 


Bingbam, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F.(Middlesex 

Bowles, T.Gibson(King’s Lynn 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

Brymer, William Ernest 

Buxton, SydneyCharles( Poplar 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 

Chamberlain, Rt Hn J. A.(Wore. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.SirJosephc. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, ne 
Doughty, Sir Ge -orge 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. "A. Akers- 
Dy ke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Rt. HnAilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHnSirR. B.(Inv’rn’ss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gordon, MajEvans-(T’r H’ mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 

Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanle “y 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords NW. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 


{COMMONS} 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F. (She +tiield, Brightside) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd, Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L. W. (Mile End 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 











Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Liddell, Henry 

Llewllyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Co). Charles W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol, 8 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman} 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpoo!) 
M‘Tver, Sir Lewis( Edinburgh W. 
Maleolm, Ian ; 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt.Hon.Sir Frede ‘ric kG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnle ) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry 


Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | TELLERS FOR THE 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pemberton, 
Percy, Earl 


John S. G. 
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Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pyin, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, S. Ferae 

Ritchie, Rt. HonChas Thomson 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Roberts, Herbert (Hackney) 

Robinson, Brooke 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford. 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Cel. Edw.J. 

Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Shaw-Stewart, SirH. (Renfrew) 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 

Smith, HC.(North’mb. Tyneside 

Smith, RtHn J. Parker(Lanarks 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 

Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 

Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniy 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 

Thornton, Percy M. 

Tollemache, Henry James 

Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirC. AH. (Sheffield 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

Walrond, RtHn.Sir WilliamH. 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, -Col. A.C.E.(Taunten 

Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts. 

Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyre 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York.E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson. T dd, SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 





| | Worsle »y-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | W ortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 


| 


|W rightson, Sir Thomas 
| Yerburgh, Robes t¥Ar mstrong 


fAYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Baker, Josepb Allen ; 
Beaumont, Wentworth, CG. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland. * 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knicht 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
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Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, Capt EC(S. Andrw’s Bghs 
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| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 
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MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
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Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
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O Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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O Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

2edmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
2obertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
2unciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
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Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. ) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James, (Galloway) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


NoES— 
Neel 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Emmott and Mr. 
Buxton. 





Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool. Exchange) said that recently he 
had had an opportunity of conferring 
with the Cunard Company and other 
companies in Liverpool upon whom 
the burden of carrying out this Act 
would largely fall. He wished to state 
that these companies fully appreci- 
ated the conciliatory spirit which the 
Home Secretary had displayed in refer- 
ence to this Bill as regarded the diffi- 


culties of the shipping interest, and 
recognised that he had largely met 


their wishes and endeavoured to remedy 
the practical difficulties they had raised. 
There were, however, one or two points 
in which the Bill would press very hardly 
upon them. One of those points was as 


to providing a place ashore where the 
immigrants were to be inspected. As 
this was a matter for the public con- 
venience it should be defrayed at the cost 
of the public. The offence of importing 
an undesirable alien was an offence 
entirely created by this Bill. Where an 
Act was passed which threw upon a 
particular industry the burden of carry- 
ing out a certain service in the public 
interest, it was the duty of the State to 
make it as little burdensome as possible, 
and the State ought to bear the expense. 
That was the object of the Amendment 
he desired to move. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not see how 
the hon. Member’s speech is relevant. 
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*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said his 


Amendment was to insert the words “ and | (Wiltshire, Cricklade) thought it 


provide.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That would be cast- 
ing an additional burden upon the State, 
and it cannot be done upon the Report 
stage. 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said the 
expense of carrying out the Act was 
thrown upon the State, and he wished to 
know whether he was wrong in arguing 
that the providing of accommodation 
ought to be made a part of the expense 
of carrying out the Act. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That would be plac- 
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Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
vas 
desirable that these inquiries should 
-be made in some public place or 
the public had access, 

would be no_hoie- 
These _pro- 


Court where 
so that there 
and-corner proceed ngs. 


‘ceedings would partake of the nature 


ing a greater charge upon the public funds | 


than has been im osed by the Committee. 
The House cannot now add to the 
charges imposed by the Committee. 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said he 
would omit the words “and provide.” 
and move, in line Il. to omit. the 
word ‘elsewhere’ and substitute ‘Sat 
such other convenient place in the dis- 
cretion of the immigration officer as he 


may appoint.” As the clause stood 
at present inspection might take 


place eisewheze than on the ship, buc it 
was not stated who was to appoimt this 
place. According to the view of the Home 
Secretary each shipping company would 
have iv arrange its own place. The 
Cunard Company might have one place, 
the White Star Line another, and the 
Allan Line another, and each company 
would have to provide under the Act a 
place of inspection for immigrants. He 
thought that such places ought to be 
provided by the authorities entrusted 
with the administration of the Act. He 
begged to move. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR 
East Toxteth) seconded. 


(Liverpool. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 11, to leave out the word 


‘elsewhere ’ and insert the words ‘at such other | 


convenient place in the discretion of the immi- 
gration officer as he may appoint.’ ’’—(Vr. 
Charles McArthur.\—instead thereof :— 


Question proposed, ‘ That the word | 


‘elsewhere’ stand part of the Biil.’” 


of a trial upon matters which might 
aftect a mans fortune, atid he wished 
to ask either the Home Secretary or tae 
Avtomney-General whether it would not 
be desirable on Sub-section 1 of Clause 
2 to provide that these inquiries should 
be held in a public Court or place. What 
he wanted to suggest was whether they 
would not consider whether it would ot 
be desirable to put in some words where- 
by the friengs of the immigrants and the 
public Press could have access in order 
that the proceedings should not be of 
a hole-and-corner description. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
thought the word “elsewhere ” should 
be left out. It wanted some definition 
or explanation. The Bill, as originally 
drafted, provided that the examination 
should take place on the ship. The word 
elsewhere” was an extraordinary one, 
and he should be glad if the Home Secre- 
tary would explain where the Govern- 
inent actually meant that the examina- 
tion should take place. There was no 
particular reason why they should be 
enamoured of the Amendment, for it was 
moved by a shipowner, and they were 
very suspicious that shipowners wantel 
to throw the expense on the State; 
but it was a little better than the 
Bill itself, because it provided that the 
first duty was to fix the place of examina- 
tion, in which case the point of the noble 
Lord would be secured, for everybody 
would then know that the examination 
would take place at that particular place. 
The Government must have some plan 
in their mind, and he would be glad if 
they would tell them, in order that they 
might understand how the Bill would 


-act, and where, when, and under what 
| circumstances 


the examination would 


take place. As the Bill stood, nobody 


knew. 
he did 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said 


/not think there was any doubt about 








on. 
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the word ‘‘ elsewhere,’’ and, if he remem- 
bered rightly, it was accepted at the 
instance of the shipowners. It was 
perfectly clear that the original intention 
was that the inspection should take 
place on the ship, but, as a concession, 
they agreed that it should be held else- 
where, in buildings to be provided at the 
cost not of the State but of the ship- 
owners. It was welcomed by the ship- 
owners as preferable to examination 
where it might interfere with the discharge 
of the cargo. Now the hon. Member for 
Liverpool asked them to delete the word 
‘“‘elsewhere’’ and insert ‘‘at such 
other convenient place in the discretion 
of the immigration officer as he may 
appoint,’’ and he was going on when it 
was pointed out that it would involve 
additional cost to the State. The con- 
cession of inspection on land was 
asked for by the shipowners, and, 
surely, if the shipowner made a 
profit, as he undoubtedly did, it was not 
unreasonable that he should be asked to 
pay something in the event of incoming 
aliens being a charge. At all events, if 
there were a charge, they could not 
expect it to fall upon the State. . The 
noble Lord was very anxious that the 
inquiries should be held in a public Court 
or in some place to which the public 
could obtain access and hear the whole 
inquiry. That was entirely a different 
view to that held in America, where the 
inquiry was private ; and he ventured to 
think that it would be very undesirable 
for the aliens to have the whole world 
there to publish their affairs, and that 
they would themselves desire that the 
inquiry should be held without reporters 
present. He therefore hoped that as 
his hon. friend had found that he could 
not obtain his desire and cast the extra 
cost upon the State he would not press 
his Amendment, because he was sure the 
Words in the Bill were fully calculated 
to carry out the whole desire of the 
nromo efs. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
stid he had listened to the  extra- 
ordinary speech of the Home Secre- 
tary, and he hoped the hon. Gentleman 
who moved would go to a division. He 
Was quite surprised to hear that the 
Home Secretary thought it might be in 
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the interest of the shipowners that the 
reporters should be present. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he did 
not say that. He said the alien, coming 
into this country and having to disclose 
his past history and his means, would 
probably prefer that the reporters 
should not be present. 


Mr. DALZIEL said the right hon. 
Gentleman had not in any previous 
period of the progress of the Bill shown 
any anxiety for the alien, and he would 
suggest that this was a late stage at 
which to take up his case. It was not 
the interest of the alien they had to 
consider in this matter; when the right 
hon. Gentleman said that no reporters 
should be present, he must remember 
that the whole of the interest of the 
public was at stake. He therefore 
thought it was a most extraordinary 
position for the Government to take up, 
to say that one reason why the Amend- 
ment should be rejected was that 
reporters might be present and that 
that would be against the interest of 
the parties associated in the matter. 
That showed more than anything what 
really was the mind of the Government 
as to the working of the measure. Their 
idea was that it would be anentirely hole- 
and-corner matter. The public would 
not be admitted, the representatives 
of the Press would not be admitted, and 
it would be quite impossible for them 
to have any authentic details as to the 
proceedings. The whole thing would 
undoubtedly be secret, and they would 
simply have to take the Returns of the 
Home Secretary as to what took place. 
He knew the right hon. Gentleman did 
not want to make any Party capital 
out of carrying a matter of this kind, 
and he would really suggest to him 
whether he was not going a little further 
than the promoters intended, and appe.l 
to him whether he would not reconsider 
the statement he had made and provide 
for the inquiries being public. If the 
Amendment were accepted, it did not 
go nearly as far as he wished, but he 
thought, from the shipping point of 
view, it was an important Amendment, 
because otherwise the inspection might 
be at a place which was iméor- 
venient both to the passenger and the 
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shipping company. 
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If, however, it were | Government or that it would add to the 


2, convenient place and the public or the | prestige of the Bill. 


representatives of the public were not | 
going to be admitted and the matter 
was to be one of secrecy, 
think it would be to the credit of the | 142. 
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sromley 
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AYES. 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Aves, 227 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 286.) 
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Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
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Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, FE. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N.E.( York, NR,Whitby 
Caldwell, James 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 1, line 20, to leave out from the | 
word ‘that’ to the word ‘give’ in line 21, and | 
insert the words ‘leave to land should not be 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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Thornton Percy M. 
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Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
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| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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Parrott, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Philipps, John Wynferd 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, M. 
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Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) moved, on behalf of the 
hon. Member for Halifax (Mr. Whitley), 
to exempt from the definition of 
an undesirable alien any person who 
could show that he would be supported 
by relatives. There was, he said, 
no inconsistency in this Amendment 
with the purposes of the Bill, and it was 
one which he thought the Government 
could and ought to accept. As the Bill 
stood an alien would be excluded if he 
could not show that he had in his posses- 
sion or was in a position to obtain the 
means of decently supporting himself and 
his dependents, if any. He instanced the 
case of aliens who had settled in this 
country either before or after the passing 
of this Bill, who were permanently 
established here, and wished to bring 
over their parents from the country in 
which they lived. The aged parents 
might come to the shores of this country 
but would be met on arrival with the 
question, “‘ Are you in a position to 
support yourselves or to obtain the 
means of decently supporting vour- 
selves?” In all probability they would 
not be able to work, and would be unable 
satisfactorily to answer the question. In 
that case, as he read the Bill, the im- 
migration officer would have no alter- 
native but to exclude them. He could 
not conceive that the Government desired 
to inflict such a hardship, and he therefore 
hoped they would accept the Amend- 
ment. It had already been laid down 
by the Government that a person in 
receipt of Poor Law relief was not sup- 
porting himself within the meaning of 
the Bill, and the same might possibly be 
said with regard to persons subsisting on 
the charity of relatives. To prevent the 
hardship that might arise from such an 
interpretation some such words as he 
proposed should be inserted. 


Mr. DALZIEL formally seconded. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 28, after the word ‘any,’ 
to insert the words ‘or that he will be sup- 
ported by relatives.’”—(Mr. Herbert Sancuel.) 


Question proposed, “ That these words 
be there inserted.” 


THe ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Sir 
Rogpert Finuay, Inverness Burglis) said 
he hoped the House would not accept this 
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Amendment. The words, he submitted, 
were not necessary because if an immi- 
grant was able to show that he would 
be able to obtain the money irom his 
relatives he obviously showed that he 
was able to obtain the means of decently 
supporting himself. The position was 
covered by those words. 


Mr. DALZIEL urged that it was 
the duty of the House to incorporate 
in this Bill some such words as those 
suggested by the Amendment. A ques- 
tion of this kind should not be left to the 
discretion of the immigration officer, 
because there was no guarantee as to 
what the capacity of the officer would 
be, and therefore it was necessary to put 
something in the Billasa direction. He 
submitted that the Amendment was a 
useful one and would help the operation 
of the Bill, and therefore it ought to be 
accepted, 


Mr. EMMOTT asked if this was one 
of the questions covered by the rules 
which were to be made by the Home 
Secretary. It was a small point but an 
important one,and therefore he thought 
the House should have some informa- 
tion upon that point. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS was under- 
stood to say that for the reasons stated 
by the hon. and learned Attorney- 
General these words were unnecessary. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
said he understood the refusal oi thie 
hon. and learned Gentleman to accept 
this Amendment was due to his be- 
lief that the introduction of the words 
would do more harm than good. It 
was a question of the strict interpre- 
tation of the words of the Bill. It was 
a most important matter, because it 
raised the question whether under the 
wording of the Bill as it now stood it 
would be competent for an immigrant 
to say that because he had relations able 
to support him therefore he was ina 
position to support himself. 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) gex- 
pressed the opinion that it would be 
better to put in some words of this kind 
in order to avoid confusion in the future. 
The wording of the Bill had just been 
interpreted in two different ways, and It 
was fair to assume that the immigration 
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officers when appointed would not be 
less wise or more intelligent than the 
Members of that House. Therefore, in 
order to prevent the immigration officers 
interpreting the words differently, it was 
desirable that some such words should 
be incorporated in the Bill. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
ssid the reason for the Amendment 
which he now moved must be obvious 
to every Member of the House. Every 
alien who came into this country with 
a contract in his pocket guaranteeing 
him work would be able to satisfy the 
immigration officer that he was in a 
position to obtain the mezns of decently 
supporting himself out of the contract 
under which he was brought in. A con- 
tract which was intended to endanger 
and damage the British workman was 
@ passport to every alien, no matter how 
they came into this country. That was 
& very serious matter. Let them take 
the American experience. The _ first 
American Bill contained no provision 
against aliens coming in under contract, 
and the result was that in Italy, Spain, 
and other countries agencies were formed, 
and contractors organised a regular 
system of sending in batches of people 
to America under contract, and because 
they were under contract these men were 
able to enter America free and un- 
challenged. The American Senate, there- 
fore, had to amend the aliens law by in- 
troducing a contract clause to keep out 
otherwise desirable people who came 
in under contract. He contended that 
some such Amendment as this must be 
inserted. If it went abroad that the 
Government, having introduced this Bill, 
were not prepared to strengthen it so 
as to prevent it being used for the pur- 
pose of defeating British workmen 
in the case of a strike or lock-out the 
feeling, already strong, against this Bill 
on the part of the British workmen, 
would be very much accentuated. In- 
dividually, he was against the Bill, be- 
cause he did not think it wes workable 
in its present form. If it was desired 
that it should be operative the Govern- 
ment must amend it on the lines in- 
dicated by the Amendment. 
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Working men when striking for better 
conditions of employment found it was 
already sufficiently difficult in competing 
with the surplus labour of the unemployed 
at home, but if in addition they were to 
be threatened with the importation of 
foreigners their position would be very 
much worsened. He remembered two cases 
where this power had already been used. 
One was in connection with a dispute 
which occurred at Glengarnock Iron- 
works in Ayrshire. Some years ago 
when the labourers who were receiving 
14s. a week asked for an increase of Is., 
the manager asked for time to consider 
their request, and a fortnight subse- 
quently fourteen or fifteen Poles put in 
an appearance, having come under con- 
tract at the old rate of 14s., and when the 
deputation again approached the manager 
to ask for his reply he pointed to these 
foreigners and said, “ If you don’t take 
the 14s. there are plenty more of these 
men who would only be too glad to come.” 
If this was the sort of thing they were 
going to set up under this Bill it was 
time to stop it. The argument on a 
former occasion was that the position 
of workmen in this country would not, 
in the matter of foreign labour, be 
worsened under this Bill. But he would 
respectfully suggest that their position 
must be worsened under the Bill. All 
sorts of evasions would be attempted 
to circumvent the clauses of the Bill, and 
one of these would certainly be some 
organisation for bringing workmen into 
this country under some form of contract 
which would carry the immigrant beyond 
the immigration officer. He trusted 
that in order to protect British workmen 
who were seeking to improve their con- 
dition against undue and unfair com- 
petition, the Government would see their 


way to accept the Amendment. He 
begged to move. 

Mr. BELL (Derby) seconded the 
Amendment. He could hardly conceive 


that any hon. or right hon. Gentleman 
in the House would object to the accept- 
ance of the Amendment because the chief 
reason for the introduction of this Bill 
was that foreign labour was being im- 
ported into this country to replace that 
of British workmen. If that was the 
real reason which had influenced the 
Government in introducing the Bill he 











Aliens 


923 


was unable to see how they could object | 
to the acceptance of this clause. The | 
workers of this country would very) 
rightly come to the conclusion that 
if the Bill was introduced with that | 
object it was only reasonable that a clause | 
of this kind should appear in it. He was 
quite unable to see how the position of 
the British workmen would be improved 
if in cases of dispute it was possible to 
import 100 or 500 aliens. It was a 
matter of indifference so far as figures 
were concerned, beyond the fact that 
the greater the number imported 
the worse it would be. In regard to the 
aliens imported at the present time he 
had not heard a great deal of objection 
in any part of the country with the ex- 
ception .f one or two constituencies in 
London. If 100 or 500 foreigners were 
imported to replace those engaged in a 
dispute there would be thrown on the 
labour market here many men who were 
defending their own position. He could 
hardly conceive that the Government 
desired to do that. If the Amendment 
were not accepted it would create a 
good deal of bitter feeling against the 
Bill, the seriousness of which had not 
yet been recognised by the working men 
of this country. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 2, line 10, at the end, to insert 
the words ‘(e) If he is being brought into 
this country under contract to take the 
place of workmen during a trade dispute.’ ” 
—(Mr. Keir Hardiv.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That these words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he could 
not accept the Amendment. Nothing in 
connection with the aliens question had 
received more careful consideration than 
the matter which the hon. Member for 
Merthyr Tydvil had brought forward 
in an exceedingly able and courteous 
way. The object of the Amendment 
was to exclude aliens who were ‘* being 
brought into this country to take the 
place of workmen during a trade dispute.”’ 
He had not heard that such a practice 
prevailed in this country, but the hon. 
Member who moved the Amendment had 
instanced a case where some Poles had 
been brought here for such a purpose. - 


Mr, Bell, 
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It certainly had never come to his 
knowledge. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said there was 


another case. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS | said the 
Amendment was opposed to the prin- 
ciple of the Bill. The Bill as it stood 
was intended to exclude aliens who owing 
to their low standard of living made it 
likely that they would fall readily into 
the hands of sweaters. The object of 
the Bill was also to keep out the alien 
who was destitute and likely to become a 
charge on the rates. The hon. Member 
for Merthyr Tydvil had said that it 
would be easier under the Bill to obtain 
foreign indentured labour than at the 
present moment. He did not think 
that would be so, because at present 
employers had absolute freedom to 
bring in aliens by giving any promise 
they liked. Certainly, in future an 
employer would be limited in his action, 
because he would only be able to bring 
in those who could pass the tests provided 
by the Bill as desirable aliens. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) said he very much regretted 
that the right hon. Gentleman could 
not his way to accept the 
Amendment. Apart from the evil which 
the mover of it had described, it was not 
unlikely that shipowners, who were sub- 
ject to certain penalties under the Bill, 
would find in the possibility of importing 
contract labour a source of profit which 
they hoped would make up for the loss 
of some of the traffic which the Bill 
would stop. He thought they ought 
to be guided in this matter in some 
measure by the experience of the United 
States of America. He believed that of 
the immigrants who were _ refused 
admission last year something like 20 per 
cent. desired to enter for the purpose of 
undertaking contract labour. If that 
was so, it showed that the restriction 
upon immigration did have some direct 
bearing on the question of foreign labour 
imported under contract. A man might 
come to this country under a contract 
made for five months, and at the end of 
that period he might become a charge 
on the public rates, 
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Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) | had not inhis possession or was not ina 


aid that he and other hon. Members 
who were present when this subject was 
discussed before had 
Home Secretary would at this stage of 
the Bill have drawn a form of words to 


| 
| 


| 
| 


hoped that the | 


show that there was some real desire on | 


the part of the Government to strengthen 
the position of the working classes of 
this country. But the non possumus 
attitude which the right hon. Gentleman 
had taken up seemed to have closed the 


door in that direction. The Home 
Secretary had made a_ great deal 


of the argument that this Bill 
was for the benefit of the working 
classes ; but, for his own part,. he had 
never been able to see anything in the 
Bill at all which tended in that direction. 
Ifthat had been the case there would not 
have been so much opposition to the Bill 
on the part of the working classes in the 
country. There had not been a single 
demand from the representatives of the 
working classes, inside or outside the 
House. for this Bill; and there had been 
no tendency on the part of the working 
classes themselves in that direction. 

To take the Bill as it stood, and the 
interpretation of it by the Home Secre- 
tary, its principle was to keep out un- 
desirable aliens. But would the werd 
“undesirable”? include a man who was 
brought to this country to take the place 
of a man on strike? He knew that 
long ago workmen used to strike without 
much thought. But now they nego- 
tiated with their employers and tried 
to arrange matters; and if they were 
forced to strike the sure inference was 
that they wanted to better their con- 
dition. That was the economic truth 
as to the existing relations between 
employer and employed. But this Bill 
left open the opportunity of workmen 
being brought from the Continent to 
take the place of men on strike. He 
was not charging the employers of this 
country as a whole that they would use 
this Bill, if it became law, for that pur- 
pose, or that they would use alien 
labour for the purpose of sweating and 
reducing the wages of the workmen here ; 
but there were men who would use this 
Bill for the purpose of bringing in pauper 
labour to supplant the British workmen. 
in Sub-section 3, Clause 1, a man was 


to be considered an undesirable alien who | 


position to obtain the means of decently 
supporting himself and his dependents ; 
and he was therefore to be excluded. But 
who was to judge the standard of decency 
in which a man and his family could 
live? He maintained that a man and 
his wife and family could be brought 
up in decency on a wage that was small 
compared with what hon. Gentlemen, 
who had a very much larger income, 
could conceive. But if the man had in 
his pocket a letter from an emplover in 
this country that he would find employ- 
ment, according to the Home Secretary, 
that would be enough to cover the proviso 
in the sub-section. It would be possible 
for an employer here to send over to 
the Continent hundreds of such letters, 
and when the recipients of these letters 
came over here and were asked by the 
immigration officers if thev could show 
that they were in a position to obtain 
the means of decently supporting them- 
selves and their dependents, all they 
had got to do was to produce such a 


letter from any emplover in some 
part of Great Britain. It might 
be said that that had never been 


done; but they all knew that. human 
nature being what it was, advantage 
would be taken by a certain class of 
employers of the avenues which were 
«pened to them. This Bill opened up 
such an avenue. 

He could have wished that before 
this Bill was introduced some sort of 
consensus of opinion on the part of the 
people had been taken in favour of it. 
They had had quite a number of measures 
introduced by this Government of which 
the public had had no idea beforehand. 
This Bill would disturb the whole economic 
relations between emploversand workmen 
in this country. It would exclude men 
who came over here, impelled by honest 
poverty, to seek employment; while 
it would be an inducement to employers 
to bring over contract labour from 
abroad. He asked the Attorney- 
General to show the House in clear, 
plain, and obvious terms how the pro- 
hibition contained in the Amendment 
would conflict with the principles of the 
Bill. The ostensible reason for the 
Bill was that it was for the benefit of the 
working classes of this country; but 
they who claimed to speak for the working 
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classes, held that if this prohibition | 


was not put inthe Bill, no matter how 
large its provisions were to keep out 
criminals and undesirables, it would not 
be for the benefit of the working classes. 


*Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) said that 
it must be admitted that the practice 
of importing foreign labour into this 
country under contract had not in the past 
been pursued to any large extent. But the 
conditions with regard to foreign labour 
were about to undergo a change. Up 
to the present time alien immigration 
into this country had been unchecked, 
unrestricted, and unregulated, with the 
result that we had always a mass of 
unemployed foreign labour ready at 


kind of starvation wage. But they 
expected great results from this Bill and 
that a large amount of alien immigration 
would be stopped by it. If the object 
of the Bill was to be attained—viz., of 
arresting the importation of foreign cheap 
labour, that would not be accomplished un- 
less the Amendment of the hon. Gentleman 
were adopted. All that the employer who 
wanted to avail himself of the very 
cheapest labour available had to do 
would be to supply a pauper alien with 
a contract of employment thereby remov- 
ing his disqualification, and thus defeat 
one of the chief objects of the Bill. 
If, like the hon. Member for Merthyr 
Tydvil, he thought the whole Billa great 
mistake, he would not, like the hon. 
Member, seek to strengthen it. He did 
not believe in strengthening measures 
that were a mistake. But that was not 
his view. He believed that this Bill would 
be greatly for the benefit of the working 
classes of this country, and that that 
benefit would be largely extended by the 
adoption of the Amendment. It was for 
that reason that he supported the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) thought that the Government had 
made a mistake in introducing this Bill 
and foisting it on the country. The 
ostensible object of the Bill was to 
prevent the undue competition of aliens 
with British workmen, and in the con- 
stituency which he had represented in 


that House for many years a small section , 


Mr. John Wilson. 
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of the people had been deluded by a 
bogus organisation, which had been 
started for that purpose, into the belief 
that they were seriously affected by 
pauper alien labour; and that they 
would be relieved from the difficult 
position in which they had been placed 
through want of employment, by the 
passage of this Bill, a Bill which it 
was said would prevent employers in the 
East End of London or any other part 
of the kingdom from engaging alien 
workmen. But, supposing a strike or 
lock-out took place here, any number 
of shoemakers, tailors, cabinetmakers 
or other artisans could be introduced from 
abroad into this country. He might 


ibe told that the immigration board 


hand and prepared to take work at any —- 


take care that every man 
who came into this country would be 
scrutinised very closely and unless he 
could produce the evidence required by 
the Bill, that he possessed or was in a 
position to obtain the means of decently 


| supporting himself and his dependents, 


he would be returned to the country 
from which he came. But the sweating 
class who employed these pauper aliens 
could easily get over that difficulty. 
They could get just as many as they 
pleased, and at any time they pleased, 
of these poor wretched people from all 
parts of the Continent of Europe. All 
they would have to do would be to 
provide each man or woman with a 
contract which would be produced to the 
immigration Officer, a contract entered 
into between the immigrant and the sweat- 
ing employer who had guaranteed him 
employment for six, eight, or twelve 
months. 


How were they going, under this Bill, to 
prevent any such sweating employer from 
engaging as many pauper aliens as he 
pleased ? There was, however, a body 
supposed co have a bona fide existence, 
the Free Labourers’ Association, and that 
assuciation, he supposed, might have 
something to say if there were any 
attempt on the part of the Government 
to prevent employers or workmen from 
entering into a free contract, whether 
the workmen came from the Continent 
of Europe or from any part of the 
United Kingdom. Let them devise what- 
ever they please, it was practically im- 
possible to prevent sweating employers 
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from engaging just as many foreign | 
workmen or women as they pleased, | 


and bringing them over to this 


country under a contract, the produc- | 


tion of which would be sufficient | 
warrant for the immigration board | 
to allow them to pass into any 


port of the United Kingdom. He be- 
lieved the Bill was going to prove an 
absolute and ghastly failure. 


He should have thought the Govern- | 
seen 


ment would by this time have 
the serious mistake they had made in 
attempting to deal with this evil. It 
was quite true that there had not been 
very many instances during a strike 
when men had been imported from the 
Continent, but there had been attemp‘s 
on the part of employers, though fortun- 
ately they 
this country, having friendly relations 
with the workmen of the Continent, 
were able to prevent masons, builders, 


tailors and shoemakers from being im-_ 


ported during Jabour struggles in this 
country, It was not for want of will but 
for want of power that employers had 
not brought foreign labourers into this 
country to supplant the British work- 
man when he was endeavouring to better 
his position. He did not mind that 
so much, he supposed it was regarded 
as fair play; they had fought em- 
plovers in the past and had defeated 
them. But during a normal condition 
of things, when there was no struggle, 
lock-out, or strike, it would be practi- 
cally impossible, through the agency of 
the Bill and the machinery it set up, 
to prevent sweating employers or em- 
plovers of any kind importing into 


this country just as many poor people | 


as they pleased to carry on the work in 
which they were engaged. He believed 
the Government by this time must have 
seen the lamentable failure that 
even at this eleventh hour he would 
advise them to withdraw it. 
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with which the Bill was to deal. He was 
glad to hear that they recognised there 
| was an evil. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.): 
What I said was that after the explana- 
tion of the Home Secretary it would be 
competent for the sweating employer to 
send over 100 letters and bring over 
alien labourers. 


Str GILBERT PARKER. 


continuing, 


said he understood, and he was not 
disagreeing with the Amendment. He 
| was in agreement with it. It helped 
to strengthen the Bill, and it seems to 
him that they had had very strong 
arguments that afternoon in favour 


Ii the foundations of 
the Bill were so wrong, then the only 
‘right thing was the Amendment. Even 
' then, if it were carried, the Government 
'would have done such a work that the 
right hon. Baronet. would be obliged to 
| give it his sanction. 


of the measure. 


*Sire CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I said, if 
‘the subject is to be dealt with at all, 
then this and the seamen who have not 
been touched are the two branches of it 
I should be content to deal with. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER said that 
they came back to the conclusion that 
there were evils, and they believed they 
were dealt with to some extent by the 
Bill. They had had that afternoon 
‘the clearest and strongest proof of it, 
‘for every Member who had spoken had 
‘admitted this evil of sweating, and the 
hon. Member who had just sat down 
‘said that his constituents were deeply 
| concerned that a section of the Bill should 
| be carried. 


was | 
likely to be the result of the Bill, and | 


Mr. CREMER: What I said was that 
a section of them had been deluded into 
‘the belief that the Bill would benefit 
| them. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) | 


said that if he remembered rightly the 
hon. Member who had just sat down was 
one of those who signed a petition to the | 
Leader of the Opposition not to oppose 
the Bill, and another hon. Member on 


the other side had spoken of the evil | 
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Sir GILBERT PARKER said the 
hon. Member was so deluded himself 
| that he petitioned his leader not to 
‘oppose the Bill. It was difficult to 
i ride two horses at once, unless one were 
very expert. He only rose, however, to 
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say that he wished to support the Amend- 
ment. He believed it would strengthen 
the Bill, and he should be as strongly 
opposed as any Labour Member to 
employers taking advantage of industrial 
crises to import alien labour. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said he agreed that the speech 
of the hon. Member for Haggerston had 
some elements of interest in it, and 
the hon. Member for Gravesend said 
he was riding two horses at once, but 
he (Mr. Trevelyan) should say he was 
beginning to find out that he was putting 
his money on the wrong horse. 


*Mr. CREMER: The hon. Member 
is misrepresenting me. I never favoured 
this Bill from the first; I wanted it 
discussed so that we might show the 
hollow mockery of the whole thing. 


* Mr. TREVELYAN said heand those 
opposed to the Bill were very much pleased 
to hear that that was the only motive 
which actuated the hon. Member tor 
Haggerston, the hon. Member for Poplar, 
and some others on that side of the House. 
There was another speech that ought 
to interest the Member for Gravesend 


as a strong supporter of the hon. 
Member for West Birmingham. The 
main, and, in fact, the only 


reason given by the Home Secretary 
for his opposition to the Amendment 
was that it wasa protective Amendment. 
He repudiated anything protective in 
the’motive which had induced the Govy- 
ernment to bring the Bill forward. It 


was a curious contradiction of the 
view of the hon. Member for West 
Birmingham. But if, in his view, the 


Amendment had been in any sense pro- 
tective, he should certainly have refused 
to support it. He did not like the neces- 
sity for any Amendment of the kind, 
for he thought it would be very much 
better if they had a system of State arbi- 
tration to prevent trade disputes occur- 
ring. When a lock-out or strike occurred 
a state of war ensued between the two 
parties concerned, and it was the business 
of the nation as far as possible to keep 
the field clear. What happened when 
a number of aliens or free labourers of 
any kmd were introduced was that the 
employers had the unfair advantage of 
Sir Gilbert Parker, 
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bringing in what really amounted to 
contraband of war. It was in order to 
prevent such an advantage being given 
to one of the parties that many Members 
of the House supported this Amendment, 
He and those who thought with him 
opposed this Bill because jn their opinion 
it was not necessary to keep out, as a 
class. aliens, most of whom were a beiefit 
rather than otherwise to this country, 


But labourers brought in during a 
strike were not brought in in any 
sense as permanent citizens. When 
they had served the turn of the 


employers in defeating British labour 
and had cheapened wages they were 
sent back to the country crom 
whence they came, or turned loose in 
the slums of our great cities. ‘There 
was, theretore, a particuiay reason fr 
the interference cf the State — in 
this way. It was to bis mind a curious 
thing that the Government should oppose 


the one Amendment moved in the 
interest of labour by the Labour 
Members. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludiow) said 
the principles oi the Buil were periectly 
coo', The object of the Amendmeut of 
the hen, Member opposite was to scop 
the introduction of eneap labour into this 
couutry, bui so far as he could see it was 
of no use to try and stop labour entering 
this country unless the production of 
that cheap labour was also stopped. 


* Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.) 
asked why the Government could not 
see their way to accept the Amendment. 
In his twenty years experience as ali 
employer of labour he had never known 
a case where employers of labour had 
ever wished to employ foreigners. They 
had always recognised in the first place 
that they were of little use, and in the 
second that their importation always 
necessitated a further expenditure, be- 
cause after the strike was over they had 
to be sent home. He had had some 
experience of strikes, and in the case of 
the strike against his own firm twelve 
years ago it was fought out fairly and 
squarely, and there had been no strike 
since. He did not think there had ever 


_ been a wish on the part of the employers 


to import foreign labour, and so far as his 
experience went no such thing had ever 
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been attempted. The employers o'! ordinary course of employment as 
labour did not object to this Amend-. required. He appealed to the Home 


ment, and that being so he could not 
see why the Home Secretary should not 
accept 1t. 


Mr. 


DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, | 


Kirkdale) said it was not often he found | 


himself in entire accord with the hen. | 


Member who had just sat down. In the 

whole of his business experience no such | 
case had ever come under his notice, and he 

did not believe that such a case would ever | 
His objection to the Amendment 

was that it was a dishonest Amendment in 

the first place, and further that it was 

outside the scope of the Bill. He urged 

hon. Gentlemen opposite to take a 

broader view of this question. 


arise. 


*\MIr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) said the observations of the 
hon. Member appeared to him to cast 
reflection upon those who sup- 
ported this Amendment. Apart from 
the objection of the Home Secretary 
that this Amendment was in the nature 
of a protective Amendment, he also 
appeared to object to it because he | 
thought it would lower the standard of 
living. The hon. Member supported the | 
Amendment in the belief it would pre- 
vent the standard of living being lowered, 
and contended that there was no greater 
method of lowering the standard of living 
in this country than by allowing large 
bodies ot work people to come to this | 
country under contract at the time of a 
trade dispute. The chief effect would be 


some 


| flected 


to drive down wages, and ‘when Wages | 


were driven down the standard of living 


was lowered. It was argued that if 


these people were brought over at such | 


times that they would ultimately be 


returned to their own country, but it was | 


equally probable that they would be | 


retained here. Another objection raised 
by the Home Secretary to the Amend- 
ment was that there had been no 
case where people had been brought 
into this country under contract during 
the existence of a strike, but the answer 
to that was that hitherto it was not 
necessary for them to have a contract, 
but under this Bill there were induce- 
tients to accept contracts. Workers 
had in the past come over of their own 
free will and were taken on in the | 





‘Secretary to accept the Amendment, 
| more especially as many on his side of 
| the House who had supported the Bill 
| up to the present supported the Amend- 
ment. In his opinion, if the Bill was 
passed in its present form without this 
Amendment it would do considerable 


harm to the workpeople of this country. 
Mr. JOHN WILSON (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox) said he should support the 


Amendment, not in any spirit of anta- 
gonism to the Bill, but because he 
thought the Amendment was necessary 
He hoped the Government would accept 
it. 


Mr. DALZIEL thought the Govern- 
ment would do well to give a favourable 
consideration to the debate which had 
taken place. The hon. Member for 
Liverpool had characterised the Amend- 
ment as a dishonest one, and had re- 
on Mr. Speaker by stating 
that it was not within the scope of 
this Bill. He thought it was a great 
piece of assumption on the part of the 
hon. Member to have spoken in the way 
he had done. Jn his (Mr. Dalziel’s) 
opinion this was as important and as 
honest an Amendment as had been 
moved to the Bill. There was an abso- 
lutely unanimous opinion in favour of 
the Amendment ; every Labour Member 
who had spoken had urged the Govern- 
ment to accept the principle of it in 
order to meet the case they had been 
dealing with, and speakers on the Unionist 
side of the House—enthusiastic sup- 
porters of the Government—had urged 
its acceptance. Why did they not 
accept it? It was the Government who 
ought to have proposedthe Amendment, 
because it was they who said that this 
Bill was going to benefit the working men 
of this country. The right hon. Member 
for Birmingham had said this Bill was 
going to keep out cheap labour, and it 
was because this Amendment was calcu- 
lated to have that effect that it had been 
moved. He hoped the working classes, 
especially in the East End, would note 
the attitude the Government were adopt- 
ing. It would be interesting to know 
the views of the hon. Member for Stepney 
on the point. What the Amendment 


2M 2 
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several times in the past, one instance | 


being that of the Dowlais Colliery dispute 
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desired to guard against had happened ; England as far as possible for English- 


eighteen months ago, when fifty Spaniards | 


were brought in. But if the view of the 
Government was that such an event was 
not likely to happen, why were they 
wasting time in opposing the Amendment? 
It had also to be remembered that after 
the passa ge of this Bill, if the expectations 
of the promoters were realised, the con- 
ditions would be entirely altered. The 
present supply of cheap labour would be 
practically stopped, so that, the Free 
Labour Association would have to go 
abroad and bring the cheap labour in 
under contract. From the Party point 
of view nothing could be better, so far as 
the Opposition were concerned, than that 
the Government should refuse the Amend- 
ment, but, believing that the alteration 
ought in justice to be made, he appealed 
to the Government to accept it. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) had a difficulty 
in understanding why the Government 
were so punctilious about accepting 
this Amendment. One of the objects 
of the Bill was to protect the pockets of 
the ratepayers generally from the burdens 
cast upon them by the undue access of 
undesirable aliens. The object of the 
Amendment was to protect British 
labour from unnatural and unwholesome 
competition ; and he failed to see how 
the introduction of cheap unskilled 
labour during a strike could be described 
as a natural process. What was to be- 
come of those labourers when the purpose 
for which they had been introduced 
was accomplished. Either they or the 
labourers they had displaced would 
probably have to be maintained by the 
community. He was not very enthu- 
siastic about legislation to exclude any- 
body from this country, but he would 
regard the importation of such com- 
petitors in any industry in which he was 
interested as being as undesirable as 
the introduction of persons with no 


means of livelihood. The object of the 


Amendment being to prevent an un- 
natural 
which would probably cause pauperism, 
the proposal was not inconsistent with 
the general scheme of the Bill, and, as 
he was strongly in favour of preserving | 


Mr. Dalziel. 


competition of alien labour 





Bill. 936 


men, he could not vote against the 


Amendment. 


*Mr. EMMOTT agreed that from the 
Party poimt of view the Opposition 
coud not have a_ better cry than 
would be provided by the refusal of the 
Government to accept this Amendment, 
but, because of its inherent justice and 
reasonableness, he hoped some concession 
would be made. It was said this Amend- 
ment was protectionist—that if we were 
to forbid cheap labour we must taX the 
products of that labour. The effect of 
foreign protection was to make goods 
neither cheap nor excellent. We did not 
fearthe goods therefore. Under our free 
trade system, however. wages in this 
country were higher than en the Con- 
tinent, so that there was a_ perpetual 
inducement to bring labour over from 
Europe to compete with the workers 
here at a lower rate. All the Amend- 
ment proposed was to prevent such 
labour from taking the place of English 
labour during a trade dispute. Surely 
that wes a very reasonable propos: 
The Home Secretary had said that one 
of the reasons this Bill was introduced 
was to prevent these poor aliens that 
came in from falling quickly into ihe 
hands of sweaters, It was assuredly an 
equally good reason to keep aliens from 
coming into lower the trades union cor- 
ditions and take the place of British 
workmen engaged in a trade dispute. 
The second argument of the Home 
Secretary was that there had been no 
instances in which labourers had beea 
brought from abroad on contract to take 
the place of men on strike. Several such 
instances had been given by hon. Mem- 
bers in that debate. In addition to the 
instances already given he might men- 
tion the case of Silvertown, where 
Belgians were brought in to take the 
place of the bottle-blowers on strike. 
Through their agency the British workers 
were defeated, but the Belgians them- 
selves, he was told, were for the most 
part now on the rates. He did not in 
the least abate his hostility to the clause, 
but if it was to be passed it ought cer- 
tainly to apply to this class of aliens as 
well as to those already included. 








all 
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Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) 
sxid it was possible that the Amendment 
might be unnecessary, but, on the other 
hand, it might be very necessary, and he 
suggested to the Home Secretary that 
it he could not actually adopt the Amend- 
ment he should egree to the ordinary 
Party machinery not being brought into 
play. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) reminded the House that 
the general feeling in Committee was 
that something in the nature of this 
Amendment ought to be accepted. He 
had supported the general principle of 
the Bill, but he thought that if the 
measure were passed without this pro- 
viso the evil of the introduction of foreign 
“blackleg ” labour would be accentuated, 
because the ordinary immigrant, who 
to a large extent was used for ‘ black- 
leg”? purposes, would be excluded, and 
the men, instead of coming in casually, 
would be brought in under contract for 
lis specifie purpose. He submitted 
that to oppose an Amendment the object 
of which was to prevent such transactions 
Was not a consistent attitude for sup- 
porters of the Bill to adopt, and he hoped 
the Government would endeavour to 
meet the point. 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY said there 
was absolutely nothing in the Bill which 
would facilitate the introduction of 
foreign labour to compete with British 
workmen in case of a strike. The Bill 
left that problem exactly where it now 
stood, and was directed to an altogether 
different object. It proposed to exclude 
alien immigrants who were undesirable 
trom any of the points of view enumerated 
in the Bill, and this new element would 
be inconsistent with the general principle 
of the measure in the sense that it would 
introduce something absolutely novel 
and alien thereto. He quite admitted 
that the question was one on which much 
might be said. The right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean had 
suggested that it was closely connected 
with the employment of foreign labour 
on British ships. Matters such as that 
were of enormous importance, but he 
protested against their being introduced 
into a measure of this kind. The ob- 
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jections, in his opinion, were insuperable. 
He hoped the House would not listen 
to the appeal which had been made by 
the hon. Member for Kirkcaldy. 


Mr. DALZIEL: All the speakers on 
your own side gave the same advice 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said the very 
anxiety of the hon. Member in giving 
that advice seemed to him to be somewhat 
suspicious. He hoped he was not con- 
sidered to be unduly credulous or 
suspicious, but the hon. Member for 
Kirkealdy had said frankly that he was 
no friend of the Bill, and he hoped hon. 
Members on the Government side would 
bear in mind that by introducing an 
element of this kind they would be doing 
much to wreck a measure which would 
be likely to do a great deal of good, but 
which would not bear the introduction 
of this alien element. He hoped none 
of his hon. friends would act upon the 
advice which had been given them by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, who were 
the avowed enemies of this Bill and who 
desired its destruction. 


Me. HARWOOD (Bolton) said the 
somewhat passionate eloquence ot the 
right hon. Gentleman was entirely 
beside the mark. The right hon. and 
learned Gentleman said that this Amend- 
ment was alien to the Bill, but that was 
not so at all. The Bill was intended to 
keep out aliens who were not likely 
to be able to earn their own living. This 
Amendment laid down that they should 
not accept as proof or probability a con- 
tract froman emplover where a strike was 
going on. If ever there was a case 
proved up to the hilt it was this case, and 
for the right hon. Gentleman to taik of 
this being an alien matter was simply 
nonsense. He had stated that those who 
supported this Amendment were opposed 
to the Bill and wanted a free influx of 
aliens into this country. Now the Govern- 
ment were trying to place a net to catch 
certain people, and they were going to 
catch those who might be an advantage to 
the country and let through those who did 
most harm and who were certain to throw 
British workmen out of employment. The 
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people who would be kept out would be | 
those who very often introduced into this | | 
and found employ- 8 


country new trades 
ment for others. 


Ainsworth, Jobn stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F.( Middlesex 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, N.E.( York, NR.Whitby 
Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
‘Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Capt. A. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC(S. Andrw’sBghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 


| Aubrey-Fletcher, 


arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.Hugh0O | 


Arrol, Sir William 


Mr. Harwood. 
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250. 


AYES. 


Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 


Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Lewis 

Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, We me | 
Humphreys- Owen, Arthur C. 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (. Appleby) 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Rt. Hon. John( Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 

Nannet.i, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny 


O’Connor, James 

O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J 

Parker, Sir Gilbert 


NOES, 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Rt.Hon.SirH 

Bailey, James (Walworth 
3aird, John George Alexander 
3alcarres, Lord 


3aldwin, Alfred 


The House divided :—Ayes, 165 ; 
(Division List No. 


| Ure, 


| White, 
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Question put. 


Noes, 
287.) 


Parrott, William 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. 


A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert 


William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price. Robert John 

Rea, Russel! 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John FE. (Waterford 
Rickett, J. Compten 

Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rollit, Sir Albert 
Rose, Charles Day 
2unciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
rer) Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely,Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. Join G. 
Smith,H.C( North mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R.(N’thants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Alexander 
Vincent, Col.SirC. 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley 
Varner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Veir, James Galloway 
George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
| Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
' Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Kaye 


©. H( Sheffield 


| Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, WV 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, 'N.) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Wilson, John (Glagsow) 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 
| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Keir Hardie and Mr. 
Bell. 


Balfour, Rt. Hon.Ad(Manch' 
3alfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn.GeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
3anbury, Sir FrederickGeorge 
Zanner, John 8. Harmood- 
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Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
srassey, Albert 

srodrick. Rt, Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
surdett-Coutts, W. 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J. A.(Glasgow 
Cirlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Chamberlain, Rt.HnJ.A.(Wore 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William | romley 
Davies, Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon. SirJosephC 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred. Dixon 
Dorington,Rt. Hon.Sir John E. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt.Hon.SirWilliamHart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, RtHn. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHn SirR. B.(Inverness 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Poster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick | 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rHiml’ts | 
Gore, Hon, S. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. | 
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Hambro, Charles Eric 

Ha nilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath,SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A.(Statford,W. 


| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. FrederickW m. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliot( Birkenheaa 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Liddell, Henry 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Co]. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, W. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirHE.(Wigton 


| Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
| Melville, 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt.Hon.SirFrederickG. . 


Beresford Valentine 


Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 


| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
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Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
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O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
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Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew 
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Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE moved to insert | 
the words “ for political reasons,” with | 
the object of exempting political refugees 
from the scope of the Bill. He said the 
Amendment in regard to political re- 
fugees had not been before the House, | 
having been shut out by the closure | 
when the Bill was in Committee. This | 
was a matter which was probably more | 
prominent in the minds of a large number | 
of the people of this country than any 
other matter connected with the Bill. | 
All that had been said with regard to the 
principle of asylum in cases of religious 
persecution applied with greater force 
to the subject of political persecution. 
The words which the Government had | 
introduced in order to meet this 


point were obviously unsatisfactory | 
and insufficient. He had not heard | 
any Member of the House confess | 


publicly or privately that the Govern- 
ment words were sufficient to meet what 
was admitted to be a grievance that 
should be met. It was, he admitted, | 
very difficult to find words to meet the 
case. The Government Amendment was 
confined to those who sought refuge 
in this country for the purpose of avoid- 
ing prosecution for an offence. It was | 
admitted that that could be shown in 
the case of very few political refugees. 
Cases, for instance, must be present to | 
their minds of distinguished refugees 
who had come from Russia at various 
times. In those cases actual avoidance 
of a definite prosecution for a political 
offence could hardly ever be shown. 


Of course, in Russia there was an enor- 
mous amount of arbitrary arrest for the 
holding of political ideals—for mere sus- 
picion of holding certain political opinions, 
In 1896 it was supposed that arbitrary 
arrest for political offences had ceased. 
A Ukase was published at that time 
which was received throughout the 
civilised world as meaning that arbitrary 
arrest had been. discontinued, but that 
Ukase was so worded that it did not 
give effect to the meaning ascribed to 
it by the European Press. There had 
been a larger number of arrests since the 
issue of that Ukase than ever at any time 
before except in connection with the | 
Polish insurrections of 1830 and 1861. 
Sir Donald Mackenzie Wallace, the 
most sound and _ least sensational | 
writer about Russia, in discussing the | 
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Ukase in the new edition of his book, 
stated that arbitrary arrest and imprison- 
ment had really increased. Sir Donald 
gave the figures for 1903, which he had 
everv reason to suppose came from the 
very highest source. There were 4,867 
persens sent into the various forms of exile 
in different parts of Siberia without any 
form »f trial. That number, in a single 
year, showed the extent to which political 
persecution had been carmed ii the 
Russian Empire. It was perfectly certain 
that none of the persoiis who escaped 
from detention in Russia, or who fled 
from Russia when they bad a warning 
of arbitrary arrest, would come under 
the words of exemption proposed by the 
would be 
to prove the existence of a charge to show 
that the words were applicable, and that 
could not be shown in any of those cases, 
Of course, the House knew how terrible 
was the life to which persons who held 
certain political opinions were condemned; 
Friends of his own, men of the highest 
repute in the scientific and literary world, 
had been exiled to remote Governments 
for holding opinions which in any other 
countivy would have passed unnoticed, 
There were some of the settlements where 
men were sent for lolding political 
opinions and where they invariably be- 
came mad in two or three years. It would 
be difficult to find words which would not 
be thought by the Government danger- 
ousl, vague, yet he ventured to suggest 
that the form of words whic the Govern: 
ment proposed were wholly insufficicnts 


necessarv 


Amendment propused to the Bill— 

“In page 2, line 12, to leave out from the 
word ‘country,’ to the word ‘leave, in line 13, 
and insert the words ‘ for political reasons ’” — 
(Nir Charles Dilke)-—instead thereof. 


Question proposed, *‘That the words 
‘solely to avoid prosecution,’ stand yart 


of the Bill.” 


Mr. SPEAKER rose to pui the Ques- 
tion. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
asked whether the Government had no 
ieply to give to the co..vincing speech of 
his right hon, friend on a question which, 
he should have thought, would have 
appealed to every Englishman irrespec- 
tive of Party. It would indeed be the 
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k. most extraordinary part of the course|to discourtesy, for a change in the 
L- which had been pursued by the Govern-| English law, and it led to some- 
ld ment in regard to this matter if they | thing like an unfriendly feeling between 
ad treated with contempt the arguments the two Courts. There was a Foreign 
he of the right hon. Baronet, and did Office despatch by Lord Granville, which 
07 not vouchsafe a teply on this vital was very carefully revised by Lord John 
ile question, The Prime Minister was a Russell, in which it was very firmly 
ry man who had occupied a seat in this stated that under no circumstances would 
ile House for many years, and who had had this country yield one inch on this 
al the privilege—— question. It was pointed out in that 
he despatch that what ought to be 
in Tut PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST remembered by all English Parties and 
“d LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. by the Governments abroad was that 
mit Batrour, Manchester, E.): I rise to) any Government or any person who 
ng apologise. I own that to describe the might be asking for the exclusion of 
er noble Lord’s interpretation of our silence certain foreign aliens might the 
he as nonsense 18 an undesirable form of in- day after have to come to this country 
Iv terjection, though not un-Parliamentary. and seek the benefit of the asylum 
Ww But | must say that the noble Lord’s that we had always given to foreign 
at interpretation of the silence of the refugees from either religious or politi- 
Se Attorney-General and myself, when we cal persecution. That had been the 
dle were actually considering the point, asa case in regard to France, according 
ld contempt of the :ight hon. Baronet was to whether the Royalist or Republican 
ds so «absurd that I cannot conceive the’ movement was triumphant. After the 
‘st noble Lord really means it. _ lamentable assassination of the Emperc 
id, of Russia an attempt was made to induc 
its Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICK asked | us to alter our alien laws, and so also 11 
er how could he obtain a knowledge of what Tegard to movements in Greece and 
d. was going on on the Treasury Bench. Turkey, but Lord Granville put his foot 
Te He waited and thought that his right down and said there should be ne 
val hon. friend would be followed by some- alteration at all. 
ee one oti behalf of the Government, but ee : 
Id he observed no intention onthe part of _ Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the noble 
ot either the Attorney-General or the Prime Lord had made a most uncalled-for attack 
*f Minister to rise, and it was only when Upon the Attorney-General and himself 
‘st the Speaker was about to put the | Which he should have thought the long 
le Question that he interposed. He felt | Parliamentary experience ol the noble 
its sure that the right hon. Gentleman’s | Lord would have guarded him from 

literjection was not intended to reach making. 

him, and that it was far from the ’ oe anes ee 
_ intention of the right hon. Gentleman to | Lorb EDMUND PITZMAURICE: I 
ia be discourteous to him. But he wished | ™#e no attack. 

to urge upon the House that th's was a | skit: iti Tar 

very vital question, and that they shoud | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The noble _ ‘ 
ds not let it go without further discussion | made a violent and unjustifiable attack. 
rt This was a point on which previous | He assumed that we were going - _ 

Foreign Secretaries, both Liberal and | "°t the smallest notice of the i. ie 

Conservative, had fought hard and long. | Baronet and his Amendment. That was 
S- The House surely could not have forgotten | * MOST preposterous charge. 

the efforts that were made repeatedly last! PLorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE: I 
af century by foreign Governments to get | did not rise until I saw that the Speaker 
E something of this kind into Englisi | was about to put the Question, and I 
10 legislation, and that their efforts were met | rose only to avert the danger of the 
of by the firm and determined opposition | Quesiion being disposed of without any 
h, of our own Foreign Ministers. After the | reply being made by the Government. 
ve Polish and Hungarian insurrections the | : - : 
Ce foreign Ambassadors pressed on Lord Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the noble 
he Palmerston and Lord Granville, almest | Lord was amply justified in rising, but 
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he was not justified in the remarks which 
he had made. The right hon. Baronet 
had rightly stated that there was no 
difference of opinion in the House as to 
the desirability of admitting aliens into 
this country who were genuinely driven 
out of their own ccuntry on the grounds 
of their being accused of political 
crime or involved in political agitation. 
The right hon. Baronet had stated that 
there was no difference between either 
side of the House as to the desirability 
of giving persons entry into this country 
who were driven out of their own 
country on the ground of be‘ng involved 
in political agitation. or in consequence 
of being accused of political crimes, or 
of being in danger of political punish- 
ment. There was really no difference of 
opinion between them, and the 
passionate appeal made by the noble 
Lord was really on this occasion thrown 
away. 


The right hon. Member for the Forest of 
Dean admitted that to carry out this 
common object was by no means an 
easy matter, and he did not think the 
right hon. Baronet’s own words would 
really meet the case. He thought he 
would recognise that they were far too 
wide. The question was how could they 
so word the clause as to let in those they 
desired to let in, and keep out those they 
desired to keep out. They had reached 
the point at which they must agree that 
it was legitimate to keep out the 
immigrant coming under the various 
categories described in the clause, but 
the Amendment of the right hon. 
Baronet would not keep them out at all. 
A man had only to say he disliked the 
political conditions of the country he 
lived in to be able tocome in. He 
might have been slighted by his fellow- 
citizens when standing for some office, or 


think his merits were not. sufficiently | 


appreciated by the Party to which he 
belonged, and he would be able to come 
in under the right hon. Baronet’s Amend- 
ment by saying really the political 
controversy was raging in his own 
country ina manner which caused him 
very much inconvenience and made life 
intolerable. The man who was 
destitute and who, therefore, was of the 
class they desired to exclude might turn 
their intentions to nought by saying the 


Mr. A. V6 Balfour. 
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which he lived were so utterly repulsive 
to him that he preferred the calmer 
atmosphere of British institutions. That 
was not the class they desired to admit 
even if they were destitute; the class 
they did desire to admit, even though 
they were destitute, were those who, in 
peril of their lives or in peril of their 
liberty, were really flying their country to 
avoid a hard fate which, in less happily 
situated communities than our own, 
too often overcome those who opposed 
the Government of the day. 


The right hon. Baronet recom. 
mended words to their notice, but in 
the course of his speech h» very nearly 
suggested that the difficulty was so 
great that he feared his words were 
too wide. He (Mr. Balfour) thought 
they were too wide, and he did not think 
it would be possible, therefore, for the 
Government to accept them. He had 
consulted with his learned friend as to 
whether it was not possible to find words 
not open to the objection to which those 
of the right hon. Baronet were open, and 
which would yet carry out that object 
which both sides had in view, and_ he 
thought it might be done if the clause 
were made to read ‘‘Solelv to avoil 
prosecution or punishment on religious 
or political grounds or for an offence 
of a political character.” He thought if 
the House would accept those words 
they would meet the case of the right 
hen. Barone: ; and he ventured to su-gest 
that he should withdraw his Amendment 
and allow his learned friend to substitute 
the words he had just read. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said he 
agreed that they ought t» discuss th: 
proper form of wo'ds to be iuserted to 
carry out what was the common purpose 
on both sides of the House, but they on 
that side of the House took strong 
exception to the exclusion of aliens ou 
the ground of poverty alone, and, if the 
choice were between words which seemed 
too wide and words which were certainly 
too narrow, he thought the House 
ought to err on the side of generosity. 
There were two competing forms of words 
from which they had to make their 
choice. First of all, there were the words 


of the right hon, Member for the Forest 
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of Dean, which were very wide indeed and | 
which Would cover almost every con- | 
ceivable case of a refugee coming to this | 
country, although that need pot trouble | 
the mind of the House at all, because it | 
was perfectly certain that any tribunal, | 
whether immigration officers or a Court | 
of law. which had to interpret the words 

would interpret them in the best sense, 
that the person came here not out of 
caprice but because the conditions of his | 
own country made it unsafe for him to | 
stay there. He did not think it would be 
the policy of this country to exclude any- 
one Who came to this country under those | 
conditions. Then there were the words 

of the right hon. Gentleman, which | 
included only the two cases where a | 
refugee was seeking to avoid either prose- 
cution or punishment. There were a 
great Many Cas+s in which a man came 
here as a political refugee and yet could 
not be said to be seeking to avoid either 
prosecution or punishment. Prosecution | 
meant a criminal proceeding in a Court 

of law for some offence against the law; 

punishment meant What the proceeding, 

when carried to its conclusion, resulted 

in. [‘*No.”] He would be glad to know 

if punishment had any other meaning. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he should 
have thought that imprisonment without 
orm of law was punishment, although 
there was no prosecution. 


Mr. ASQUITH suggested the case of a 
nan who was subjected to arbitrary 
confiscation of property without prosecu- 
tion, Was that punishment ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should have 
thought so, 


Mr. ASQUITH thought that this should 
be made perfectly clear. Tue right hon. 
Gentleman let fall one expression which 
le heard with great satisfaction, because 
it seemed to embody the true principle, 
and that was when he spoke of men 
laving their country from peril to life or 
liberty. If the words were adopted— 
“to avoid danger to life, limb, or liberty 
m political or religious grounds,” he | 
delieved they would not be one whit too 
vide to meet the circumstances of the 
case, and he imagined would give general 
satisfaction. 
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Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) did 
not think the Amendment of the hon. 
Baronet could possibly be accepted. The 
Amendment would cover the not unlikely 
case of a man who fled to avoid conscrip- 
tion. That might be a very large class 
indeed. They might all be said to come 
over as political refugees, It had occurred 
to him that if the words “ affecting life, 
limb, or liberty,” were put in alter the 
word “punishment,” tie Amendment 
would be one which would carry out the 
intention of the hon. Baronet. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
asked whether the Prime Minister would 
adopt words to cover political cases simi- 
lar to those which he had adopted with 
regard to religious refugees. If the right 
hon. Gentleman gave the same protection. 


| to political as he had given to religious 


refugees that would cover everything. 


Mayor SEELY expressed the opinion 
that the suggestion of the noble 
Lord the Member’ for Greenwich, 
if adopted, would meet with universal 
agreement, especially if in addition they 
were made to apply, as the hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for Stret- 
ford suggested, to religious and political 


| belief. 


Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) pointed out that the words of the 
Amendment were wider than they need 
be, and he suggested that the word 
‘imminent ” should be put in in front of 
danger.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY suggested to 


‘the House that it was not desirable to 


insert the word ‘‘imminent,” at all events 
in the place proposed. There was an 
Amendment lower down on the Paper 
which would more properly deal with 
that. 


Lorp HUGH OECIL said the accept- 
tance of such an Amendment would be 
altogether a departure from the arrange- 
ment come to in Committee. 


™ Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he would 
suggest to the hon. Gentleman and to 
the House that it was not desirable at 
that moment to complicate the clause 


| further by saying “ punishment involving 





951 Aliens 


danger to life, limb, or liberty.” All 
punishment must affect person or liberty, 
and therefore it was quite enough 
to say “to avoid prosecution or punish- 
ment on religious or political grourds.” 
It would be difficult to find words that 
would satisfy everyone, but he submitted 
they would come nearest to covering the 
whole point by the formula he had 
suggested, viz, “solely to avoid 
prosecution or punishment on religious 
or political grounds or for an offence of a 
political character.” 


Mr. RUFUS ISAACS (Reading) 
suggested that the views of the House 
might be met by the provision being 
made to read as follows—* Solely to avoid 
prosecution or punishment on religious or 
political grounds or prosecution for an 
offence of a political character, or to avoid 
persecution involving danger to life or 
limb on account of rel'gious or political | 
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too narrow in that it would not touch 
persecution involving danger. 


Mayor EVANS GORDON | (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) rose to move ap 
Amendment, the object of — which 


was to limit the application of the 
proposed exemptions to cases of actual 
and immediate persecution or danger, 


*Mr. SPEAKER intimated that that 
raised a separate and distinct issue 
which would be reached in due time. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said that as 
no satisfactory arrangement had been 
come to he should be obliged to take the 
sense of the House. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 244; Noes, 





belief.” The Amendment as it stood was | 162. 
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Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
WKillop, James (Stirlingshire 
Maleolm, Tan 
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Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
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Maxwell, W. J. H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott(Hants.) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N.E.(York,NRWhitby | 
Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar | 
Caldwell, James 


{17 Juty 1905} 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, Sir Forde 

Litchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield); 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
found, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Autherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marleybone, W.) 
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Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 


| Cogan, Denis J. 


Condon, Thomas Josepn 


| Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
| Cremer, 


William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 


| Duncan, J. Hastings 
| Edwards, Frank 
| Elibank, Master of 


Ellice, Capt EC(S Andr’wsBghs 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, SirH.(Renfrew 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Smith, HC( Northumb.T yneside 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Spear, John Ward 

| Stanley, Hn.Arthur-(Ormskirk 
| Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
| Stanley, Rt. Hon.Lord (Lancs. 
| Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirCEH.(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, SirCharlesG. E.( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


; Eve, Harry Trelawney 


Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,N. 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, RtHn.HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Lewis 


| Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 


' Holland, Sir William Henry 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutebinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 


| Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 


Jacoby, James Alfred 


| Joicey, Sir James 
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Jcnes, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan,W. 
Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJosephF.(Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Rt. Hn.John( Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— | 


tion,’ to insert the words 


Douglas. ) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 13, after the word ‘ charac- 


ter, to insert the words 


(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS moved another | 
same 
relating to an immigrant who wished t» 
enter the country soas to avoid * per- 
secution, involving danger of imprisen- 
ment or danger to life or limb, on account 


Amendment in the 


of religious belief.” 


*Major EVANS GORDON moved to 





‘or persecution, | 
involving danger of imprisonment or danger to 
life or limb, on account of religious beliet.’ ’- 
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O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O Malley, William 

O Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnF.( Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isle of Wight 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint 


sub-section | 





cordially and fully than he did that asvlum 
“Tn pave 2, line 12, after the word ‘ proseeu- | should be granted to people Who Were in 
‘or punishment on 
religious grounds or.’”—(Mr. Secretary Akers- 


/imminent danger of this kind, as, for 
instance, those 
rages as recently occurred at Kishinef, 
but he thought there was great diff- 
culty in framing words which, while 
exempting such persons, would not at the 
same time open the door to all immigrants 
'from Eastern Europe, however wndesir- 
able, on a general plea of misgovernment 
in their own country. 
| whether, even if the words he suggested 
were accepted, this difficulty would be 
entirely overcome. 
| to realise exactly what the effect of the 
oviginal Amendment would be. 
1 of the Bill they were setting up elabor- 
ate machinery to exclude certain «lasses 
-admittedly undesirable. 
main object of the Bill. and gave effect to 
the principle of the Bill. 
had been affirmed on two occasions by 
large majorities in that House. 
2 it was now proposed to introduce 
| words by which fully nine-tenths of these 
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Spencer, RtHn C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E, 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Toulmin, George j 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,§. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay, T, 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Vason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway — 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. 
Harwood. 


flying from such out- 


He was doubtful 


He begged th - House 


On page 


That was the 
This principle 


On page 





amend the Home Secretary’s Amendment | 


by inserting words with the object of pro- 
viding that the exemption should be 
limited to actual and immediate cases of 
hardship personal to the individual who 
pleaded them. No one recognised more 


people could claim exemption, not on the 
ground that they were in any immediate 
'danger, or that they were religious ot 
| political refugees in the sense in which 
| the people of this country really under- 

stood the term, but because of the general 
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misgovernment in Kastern Europe. 
While, therefore, they affirmed in one 
place that the economically unfit ought 
to be excluded in the interests of the 
people of this country, in another they 
gave every wastrel and mendicant a new 
statutory right to come in, provided he 
took the very slight trouble of rendering 
himself liable to punishment on religious 
or political grounds in Russia, Roumania, 
or Armenia. 
proposed exemptions would provide ship- 
owners and masters with very easy means 
of evading the Act, and that they would 
have little difficulty in educating the 
immigrants up to the requisite cegree of 
persecution, He recognised that there 
were those in that House who disbelieved 
in the policy of excluding anybody, and 
whose desire was, therefore, to render this 
Bill useless. There were others who, 
while supporting the Bill in principle, 
desired to provide a refuge for the genuine 
victims of persecution. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


ALIENS BILL. 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment [17th July] pro- 
posed on Consideration of the Bill, as 
amended, 


Which Amendment was— 

“In page 2, line 13, after the word ‘char- 
acter,’ to insert the words ‘or persecution, 
involving danger of imprisonment or danger to 
life or limb, on account of religious belief? ’-— 
(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question again proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted,” 


*MaJor EVANS GORDON, continuing 
his speech, said that when the House ad- 
journed he was saying there were some 
who, while supporting the Bill in prin- 
ciple, desired to provide a refuge for the 
genuine victims of persecution. Among 
those they had to count the noble Lord 
the Member for Greenwich. There was 
no one in this House or outside of it for 
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He was afraid that the! 
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whose capacity and fair-mindedness he 
had a more profound respect, and he could 
assure the noble Lord if anything should 
shake his convictions it would be his 
noble friend’s attitude on this matter. 
But had his noble friend thought this 
matter out, and did he realise where his 
opinion was leading him? The noble 
Lord had said that he over-estimated the 
scope of the Bill—but he thought the 
noble Lord had under-estimated the effect 
of the exemptions which he desired to see 
introduced into it. The Amendment said 
that we could not exclude persons who 
came here solely to avoid prosecution or 
punishment for an offence of a political 
character. The word “solely”? might 
leave some room for discrimination—but 
who could decide upon a man’s motive in 
such a case, otherwise than upon the 
evidence which he himself chose to give 
with regard to it? Apart from that it 
was unquestionable that an indefinite 
risk of punishment or prosecution hung 
over the head of a large majority of all 
the subjects of the Czar. Two influences 
would therefore be set in operation, On 
the one hand the Russian Government 
and its officials would only have to 
threaten punishment in order to compel 
us to receive anyone of whom they wished 
to be rid—and on the other hand any- 
one, however unemployable and undeserv- 
ing, who was desirous of leaving Russia 
and settling in this country would only 
have to qualify asa political offender to 
gain the right to come here. Nothing 
was easier than to obtain that qualifica- 
tion. He might become a member of 
any unauthorised society, and then, 
as all such societies were prohibited, 
say that he was in fear of punish- 
ment for an offence of a_ political 
character—or he had only to possess 
himself of a revolutionary leaflet, or even 
to beseenin suspected company, in order 
to place himself within the four corners 
of this exemption. Was it the intention 
of the advocates of this Amendment that 
all such persons, whether desirable or not, 
should be admitted here as of right ? 


Then as to punishment or persecution 
on the ground of religion. In order to 
qualify for admission under this head, 
it would only be necessary for persons to 
transgress one of the numberless rules in 
the tomesof special laws applicable to Jews. 
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and other non-orthodox sects in Russia. 
They need only leave the village or town 
in which they were registered as domiciled 
without permission, cr bathe in the sea 
at some prohibited piace, for instance, 
at Libau. where there was a regulation 
forbidding Jews to bathe in the ea, In 
order to say that they were liable to 


{COMMONS} 





punishment because they held certain | 
| tion of these same persons after arriyal 


religious belief. Was one sea-bath to 
entitle the economically unfit to enter 
and obtain citizenship in this country. 
Was it intended that we should. not by 
indulgence as hitherto, but by statutory 


| 


Bill, 


960 


Might he again point out the anoma'ous 
position we were in with regard to ex- 
pulsion and repatriation as distinct from 
exclusion. As far as he could discern 
there were numbers of Members on both 
side: who regarded exclusion of undesir- 
ables who gave themselves the description 
of refugees at the port of arrival as 
barbarous, while expulsion or repatria- 
In the debate of 


was legitimate. 


| Wednesday list he said that the Jewi-h 


provision, admit in future all such persons | 


who had transgressed Russian regulations, 
possibly of set purpose, and had thus 
rendered themselves liable to trifling 
punishments ? He was entirely at one 
with the noble Lord in desiring to give 
refuge and asvlum to people w ho were in 
danger »f serious punishment or injury, 
but while allowing such to come we must 
safeguard ourselves against the wider 
effects of a general p'ea. There did exist, 
in fact, a perfectly clear distinction be- 
tween those persons who were genuine 
refugees fleeing from outrage and personal 
danger and those who wished to use the 
general political and religious regime in 
Kastern Europe to get them into this 
country, Where they would, under the 
Bill, be otherwise inadmissible, and we 


Board of Guardians and other Jewish 
organi-ations had n> hesitation in 
repa‘riating their undesirable co - re- 
ligionist: who, for one reason or 
another, had become a_ burden _ here. 
The hon. Member for Cleveland thereupon 
stated that all these people were sent 
back at their own request, and that none 
of them were victims of religious persecu- 
tion. He had had no opportunity cf 
contradicting that statement at the time, 
but as the matter was of great import- 


‘ance he hoped the House would allow 


cught in our legislation to recognise that | 


absolutely actual and v.tal distinction. 
Let them take the Armenians’ case. There 
were signs that an exodus of these people 
was already commencing. Shipping 
agents were recruiting them among the 
emigrants to America, and of course 


there were rejections of them in New. 


York. Were we to admit an Armenian 
immigration wholesale, irrespective of 


individual character or fitness and of the | 


effect on our own industrial conditions 2 


The Amendment as it stood made no 
provision as to the imminence of the 
punishment to which it referred. An 
offence of some kind might have been 
committed years before which rendered 
the offender liable to punishment of some 


kind in his country of origin, and we | . 
| was simply a cise of starving them out. 


should be powerless to exclude such a 
person, however undesirable. The words 
which he proposed to insert were intended 
to meet that contingency. 


Major Evans Gordon. 


him to do so now. The hor. Gentle. 
man must hase spoken in ignorance of 
the evidence given before the R oval 
Commission on this subject by such 
imp’ rtant members of the Jewish com- 
munity as Mr. Leonard Cohen, the 
chairman of the Jewish Board of 
Guardians, Mr. N. S. Josephs, of the 
Russo-Jewish Committee. and other 
witnesses. He would beg hon. Members 
to refer to this evid'nce. It showed in 
the most unmistakable manner that th 
persons sent back did not go of theirown 
accord. If hon. Members would refer to 
the ev.dence they would see ut Question 
16,233 that Mr. N. S. Josephs. when 
asked whether these people returned 
home willingly, made the following 
reply— 

‘“ Perhaps they will at first be very unwillirg 
and they will ask for help in the meantime, 
which we always refuse. Eventually they will 
come and say, ‘ We are prepared to go home’” 


On this Lord James, the Chairman, 


| remarked— 


“The fact is you starve them out of the 


| country ” and the witness replied, ‘‘ Yes.” 


Ard further he again repeated that it 


Not one word was said with regard to any 


"exception being made in favour of persons 


| 


| who were 


the victims of persecution 
in their own country’ This aspect of the 








onnit) tet: Get. ‘aie tak “Se “Se Se | ee * 


Ln 





the 


t it 
put. 
any 
ons 
rion 
the 





961 Aliens 


matter was never taken into consideration 
at all when repatriation cases were being 
considered, : nd at Question 15,511. when 
Mr. Leonard Cohen was asked whether 
he would object to the State attempting 
todo what the Jewish community them- 
selves considered it advisable to do, he 
replied— 

‘¢T should consider it most desirable to keep 
out undesirable aliens. ”’ 
and in reply to the Colonial Secretary he 
said that it had always been the policy 
of the Jewish Board of Guardians to 
restrict the influx as far as possible. And 
this policy was steadily pursued quite irre- 
spective of the treatment meted out to 
these people in Russia or Roumania. In 
this connection he would remind the House 
that in the year 1900 there was a sudden 
influx of refugees from Roumania. The 
reason for their com ng was the malicious 
misgovernment they had been subjected 
to by the Roumanian Government. Did 
this fact prevent the Jewi-h authorities 
from sending them back to their homes ? 
Not at all. A very large percentage was 
sent, and the Jewish Board of Guardians 
prote ted in the strongest terms against 
these refugees having ever been allowed 
to come here, 


He therefore hoped that he had said 
enough to show that the hon. Member 
for Cleveland entirely mis-stated the 
facts when he said that persons re- 
patriated returned voluntarily, and that 
none of such persons were the victims of 
persecution. In the opinion of Mr, 
Leonard Cohen it would be far more 
humane to prevent these people arriving 
here than to starve them out of this 
country after their arrival. But what he 
desired to point out especially was this 
—the iesponsible Jewish authorities here, 
large-minded and generous as they were, 
siw quite well that it would be disastrous 
to them and their struggling co-religion- 
ists if the general conditions of mis- 
government in Eastern Europe were to be 
held to constitute a reason why every 
wastrel and destitute wanderer should 
claim and find asylum here as a religious 
refugee. They recognised no such right ; 
they themselves knew that we must either 
open the floodgates of Eastern Europe 
unconditionally upon this country and 
take the consequence without palliation, 
or else decline to put a premium on the 
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general misgovernment in those regions 
by receiving under the general amnesty 
of a religious refugee clause persons whom, 
for the specific reason of their character 
or condition, it was desirable, as the 
principle of the Bill affirmed, to keep out. 


Ifhon. Members opposite, and some hon. 
Members on these benches, really meant 
to bring in every Russian who was 
potentially an object of oppression in that 
country, despite the consequence to our 
own people, they ought to do much more 
than oppose this clause and this whole 
Bill; they ought to bring in a measure 
compulsorily to stop the Jewish Board of 
(ruardians from repatriating their own 
co-religionists, as they habitually did. 
He thought the House should clearly 
realise to what we were committing our- 
selves. In any case he wished to make 
his own position perfectly clear. He 
desired above all things not to be a party 
to any deception from which the East of 
London might suffer in this matter, and 
not to claim that this Bill wauld produce 
results which he did not believe it would 
produce. Much, ofcourse, depended upon 
its administration and upon the interpre- 
tation of the words they were now dis- 
cussing, All he could say was that after 
very careful consideration they appeared 
to him, even perhaps with the additional 
words he had put down, to be too wide, 
and t» jeopardise much that he considered 
in the Bill to be of the highest import- 
ance. He begged to move. 


Mr. FORDE RIDLEY, in seconding the 
Amendment, said the words proposed 
by the Home Secretary did not go far 
enough to guard against the danger of 
opening wide the door to all who chose 
to say they were subjected in the 
country from which they fled to religious 
or political disabilities, Any man of 
the Hebrew faith might say he did not 
enjoy liberty in certain Continental 
States, and he might say it with perfect 
truth, but the admission upon this 
general allegation would defeat the 


object of the Bill. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment to the Bill— 

“In line 2, after the first word ‘or,’ to 
insert the word ‘imminent.’ "—(Major Evans 
Gordon.) 


2N 








963 Aliens 


Question propesed, “That the word 
‘imminent’ be there inserted in the 
proposed Amendment to the Pill.” 


Lorp HUGH CECIL hoped the Govern- 
ment would adhere to the Amendment 
as it stood. He had listened with 
attention to his hoa. and gallant friend, 
and, not suspecting him of any want of 
svmpathy with those it was the object of 
the Amendment to protect, he could not 
understand how from his hon. {riend’s 
point of view the Amendment would 
improve the Government proposal. 
There was no diflerence, whether the | 
punishment was imminent or remote, 
and the imminence had nothing to do | 
with its severity. At what particular 
point did the danger become imminent ? 
Were they to wait until the police were 
actually on the track of the refugee, or 
would the issue of a warrant be sufficient, 
or the fact that accusation had been 
made or suspicion aroused? It seemed | 
to him the word added nothing but | 
confusion to the Amendment as it | 
stood. Hewasmuch more apprehensive 
that the genuine refugee would not be 
able to get through than that the. 
safeguards were not sufficient. No/| 


one would make a journey to a foreign | 4 


country on a trivial ground. The immi- 
gration board might take his hon. friend’s 
point of view, and might say, “Is it 
credible that a person would have ale 
this long journey solely on the ground that | 
he was subjected to a trifling danger ?”’ | 
The immigration beard would interpret 
the Bill in a natural way, and would say 
that the immigrant was exposed to such 
a degree of persecution as induced him 
to make a long journey. 


The question of danger to life and 
limb went far beyond that of civil 
disability. The Amendment would 
cover cases where the persecution was 
not conducted under legal methods, 
but where there was some sort of lawless 
violence, as for instance by the 
Cossacks, countenanced by the Govern- 
ment. That sort of persecution 
was of a most oppressive character, 
and it was very difficult to define 
in words. Was it to be supposed that 
persons who suffered from that sort 
of oppression were to be excluded 
from this country, or that they were 


Mr. Forde Ridley. 
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to be required to show that the 
danger they were in was an imminent 
danger? The Huguenots came into 
this country precisely on these terms, 
and a whole range of persons could 
be found who had been driven to emigra- 
tion by religious persecution. 


He was very glad that this Govern- 
ment Amendment had been put down, 
and he hoped that it would be main- 
tained. The only objection that could 
be reasonably made to it was that it 
might appear to leave too large a 





| from oppression. 


discretion to the imm‘gration officer and 
‘immigration board. He did not him- 
self admire the part of the Bill which 
ile ft so wide a discretion to the 
‘immigration officer, but the discretion 
‘left in the case of refugees was not 50 
‘difficult to exercise as that in regard to 
/persons who had the difficult task of 
|proving that they could make a decent 
livelihcod in this country. Nothing was 
iso difficult as to show that one could 
|make a decent livelihood. and differences 
of interpretation were left open to the 
‘immigration officer. The woids of the 
| Government Amendment were far more 
| precise, and he was very glad indeed that 
‘the Government had decided to submit it 
to the House. He would have been sorry 


| if, ona plea of excluding criminals, ]una- 
tics, or other undesirable persons, they had 


done an act so uncharitable as to shut 
our doors in the face of those suffering 
He was sure his hon. 
friend and his supporters did not wish to 
do that, and he hoped that the Amend- 
ment would be withdrawn. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that his 
noble friend had referred to what passed 
in the Committee stage when the House 
practically came to the conclusicn that 
the words in the Amendment proposed 
from these benches should be adopted. 
He was disposed to agree with his noble 
friend ; and he thought the House would 
be well advised in adhering to the 
words proposed by the Government, and 
in regarding them as embodying what 
was, be did not say a formal compact 
between both sides of the House ex- 
cluding proposals of emendation, but 
what was almost regarded in Committee 
as a settled question. He was very 





reluctant to accept either from one side 
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of the House or the other any Amend- 
ment to the form of words on which they 
had been practically agreed. He did 
not think the words the hon. Member 
proposed would make the duty of the 
immigration commissioners more clear 
than it was made by the words pro- 
posed by the Government. He did 
not think that his hon. friend had really 
sufficiently considered the value of the 
word ‘solely ” which was at the begin- 
ning of the Government Amendment. 
He would ask the House to resist any 
change in the words on wh'ch there had 
been a common agreement in Committee, 
and he suggested to his hon. friend that 
he should withdraw his Ame:idment. 


Mason EVANS GORDON said that in 
view of the statement of the Prime 
Minister he asked leave to withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment to the Bill, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8S.) 
begged to move that after the word 
‘imprisonment’? there should be in- 
serted ‘or of confiscation of property, 
or of penal exile.” He submitted 
that these words did not im any 
way alter the sense of the clause, while, 
at the same time, they extended the Bill 
in a direction in conformity with the 
views of the Government and of every 
Member of the House. Penal exile was 
one of the most common forms of perse- 
cution in Russia at the present time. 


-*Str CHARLES DILKE appealed to 
his hon. friend to separate the word 
“ property ”’ from “ liberty.” 


Mr. NORMAN said he would be very 
glad to divide the two and would simply 
move ‘or confiscation of property.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment to the Bill— 
“Tn line 2, after the word ‘imprisonment’ 


to insert the words ‘or of confiscation of 
property.’ ’—(Mr. Norman.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That thos2 words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment to the Bill.” 
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Sin ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
the House would not accept this Amend- 
ment, not merely on the ground that it 
was opposed to the words already arrived 
at in Committee, but that the Amend- 
ment was unnecessary. 


Question put, and negatived 


*Siz CHARLES DILKE moved to 
insert the word “ liberty.” He said that 
he did this on behalf of his right hon. 
friend the Member for East Fife. If 
the word were inserted the Home 
Secretary's Amendment would read “or 
to avoid persecution involving danger 
of imprisonment, or danger to liberty, 
life, or limb, on account of religious 
belief.” 


Mr. EMMOTT seconded the Amend- 
ment. 


Another Amendment proposed to the 
proposed Amendment to the Bill— 


‘In line 2, after the word ‘to’ to insert 
the word ‘liberty.’ ”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the word 
‘liberty’ be there inserted in the pro- 
posed Amendment to the Bill.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
that the House would adhere to the 
form of words on the Paper. He was 
of opinion that the use of the word 
“imprisonment” would meet the 
necessities of the case; and he ven- 
tured ts think that in the word 
“liberty ” or the phrase “ penal exile” 
there lurked a_ certain ambiguity. 
Mere exile did not necessarily mean 
imprisonment. He assumed that the 
case meant to be dealt with was that 
of banishment to Siberia or Archangel. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON confessed 
he was in agreement with the 
Attorney-General that in the majority 
of cases exile did not mean imprisonment. 
A man who was exiled might be per- 


‘mitted to wander over a very large area, 


and in that sense he would not be in 
imprisonment. He hoped the Prime 


| Minister would accept the Amendment, 


and that the right hon. Gentleman would 
consider that this question of exile was 
almost as great a danger as imprisonment, 


2N 2 
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because the men were taken from their 
homes and sent elsewhere to a great 
distance. He did not agree that the words 
proposed by the Government were accepted 
in the Committee. Great importance was 
then attached to the word “ liberty.” 


Mr. NORMAN said that the Attorney- 
General was very ill-informed as to the 
:ubject of exile in Russia. A man 
might be exiled to a district with which 
there were no means of communication, 
and turned entirely loose in an Arctic 
wilderness hundreds of miles from civil- 
isation. To speak of that as imprison- 
ment was ridiculous. Then the people 


{COMMONS} 
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Home Secretary had met the objections 
which had been urged against the Bill, 
and, therefore, he appealed to the 
right hon. Gentleman to include this 
word “ liberty ” in his Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that he did 
not suggest that any of those hon. Gen- 
tlemen who had spoken in favour of the 
Amendment were desirous of departing 
from the agreement arrived at in Commit- 
| tee. He made nosuch charge or suggestion. 
| He was still of the opinion that the word 
“freedom” was ambiguous. It added 
nothing to the security or advantage of 
the persons whom they desired to aid 





were interned in different towns in Russia, | and protect, and it opened a very wide 
and that was why they wanted to have | field of qualifications to any undesirable 


these words inserted in the Bill. He did | 
not see why the words of the Home | 
Secretary's Amendment should be) 
regarded as sacrosanct. 


Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said that 
some hon. Members on his side of the 
House sympathised to a considerable 
extent with hon. Gentlemen opposite, and 
he suggested to insert after “danger to 
life or limb,” the words ‘or of deporta- 
tion.” 





Masor SEELY said that, although a | 


alien who wished to break through the 
provisions and safeguards of the Act. 
It had been said that it was absurd to 
say that it was imprisonment to send a 
person to Siberia, because he really had 
an enormous tract to wander over, and 
that nobody in that condition could be 
discribed as a prisoner. He did not 
agree with that at all, but, if it were so, 
he ventured to say that he cculd not be 
describ d as having been deprived of his 
freedom. If he were not imprisoned 
when he was sent to Siberia, then he did 
not lose his liberty, In both cases he 


particular form of words was more or less | was at liberty to wander over thousands 
agreed upon in Committee, this particular | of square miles, for his prison was 10 


word “liberty” was the one on which 
they were not entirely agreed. 
self thought that “ liberty ’’ was too wide, 
and had suggested “ freedom.” However, 
“liberty”? was a word which was so 
thoroughly understood by the people, and 
by any possible immigration commis- 
sioners, that he thought the Prime 
Minister would be well advised te accept 
the Amendment. Could not the Prime 
Minister trust his own countrymen to 
understand what danger to “life, limb, or 
liberty” really meant? The word 
“liberty” was better than the word 
« deportation.” 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he 
joined in the appeal to his right hon. 
friend to accept the Amendment. He 


would not do so if he thought it would | 

be in any way a departure from the 

understanding arrived at the other day. 

so far as he was concerned, he wished to 

pay a tribute to the way in which -the 
Mr, Sydney Buxton. 


He him- | 


| doubt very large. 
| 


Major SEELY: 
a small thing. 


| A prison must le 
| 
| Mr, A. J. BALFOUR said that he was 
| sure the hon. Gentleman who interrupted 
/him was as great a lover of personal 
freedom as anybody. If he were told he 
must go t> South America and not leave 
| would he or would he not say that 
| that was interfering with his liberty ? 
Mayor SEELY: Certainly, but I 
| should not be imprisoned, 
| Mr. AJ. BALFOUR: I think he 
| would. Imprisoned he certainly would 
ibe. Then he thinks there would be no 
| interference with his liberty ? 





| 
| Masjor SEELY: Oh yes, there would 


| be interference with my liberty, but there 
) would not be imprisonment. A , prison 
must by law be a small place, 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that another 
phrase used in the debate was really not 
only ambiguous butabsolutely misleadi ng. | 
It had been described as being exilel to | 
be sent to Siberia. “ Exiled,” strictly, 
was being sent from one’s own country 


to some other country. 4 a] 


Mr. NORMAN: What would the 
right hon. Gentleman call deportation to 
Siberia ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he should 
call it “deportation to Siberia.” But 
seriously, did anybody describe it as being 
exiled to have to go to some place within 
the limits of his own country. He 
ventured to think that all the House 
desired to obtain in the way of protec- 
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tion for those unfortunate victims of 
persecution was to use the words they had 
put in the Bill, and if in their interest 
they chose to stretch them, they would 
put in terms which would do a good deal 
| to destroy the efficacy of a Bill which, 
by a large majority, the House had 
accepted in principle. Under these cir- 
cumstances, he thought the House would 
be well advised if they adhered to the 
words which, though not agreed to, he 
freely admitted, the other night did, he 
believed, substantially carry out the 
common object of both sides of the 
House. 1 gis 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 147; Noes, 
203. (Division List No, 289.) 


ES. 


Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth,South) 
Norman, Henry 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W, 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N,) 
O'Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
OQ’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wyntord 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
| Priestly, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
2edmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas 
Roberts, John H. 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rose, Charles Day 


Brampton 


Hon. Charles H. 


{ I yenbighs.) 





Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) | 
| Leese, 
| Levy, 
| Lloyd-George, 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 


Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 


Dalziel, James Henry 


Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

lice, CaptEC(S. Andrw’s Bghs 
aig Alfred 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander(LanarkNE 















Layland-Barratt, Francis 
SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Maurice 

David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macveagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 


| M‘Kean, John 


| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
| Manstield, Horace Rendall 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 


Samuel, HerbertL.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel 


Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel ( Flint’ 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 








971 Aliens 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew. Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagegree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, SirHoratio D.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonei 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralpb 
Dougias, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwynEdward | 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 





{COMMONS} 


White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid.) | 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) | 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T(Huddersf'ld 
Young, Samuel 








NOES. 


Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane'r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hen. GeorgeH. 
Finlay, RtHnSirR.B.(Inv’rn’ss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Si: Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ ml’ts 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, \rthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, SirdJames(Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W. 

; Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 

| Hoare, Sir Samuel 

| Hogg, Lindsay 

| Hope, J.F.(Sbeftield, Brightside 

| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 

| Ho It, Joseph 

Houston, Robert Pacerson 

Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland. 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 

Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Liddell, Henry 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 











Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred | 
Macdona, John Cumming | 


| MacIver, David (Liverpool) | 


Bill. 972 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur 


M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire: 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hon. J.Scott( Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, Willam Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Ear! 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purkis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 5. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, S. Forde 

2oberts, Samuel, (Shettield 
2obertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Zound, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, W. W (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. (Stoptord- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Spear, John Ward 
| Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk 


Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.M*Taggart 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Talgot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles» , 


M‘Arthur Charles (Liverpool) | Tuke, Sir John Batty 











973 Aliens 
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Mr. RUFUS ISAACS moved to 
add the words “or political opinions.” 
He said that would make the words read 
“or persecution involving danger of 
imprisonment or danger to life and limb 
on account of religious belief or political 
opinions.”” In spite of what had fallen 
from the Prime Minister during the 
discussion on the last Amendment, he 
ventured to hope that he would see his 
way to assent to the Amendment, 
because he believed it only gave effect to 
the sentiments expressed by the right 
hon. Gentleman and those who sat on 
his side of the House. He took it that 
it was an accepted principle that the 
Prime Minister and others on that side 
of the House were desirous with them of 
giving protection to those who sought our 
shores In consequence of persecution on 
account of their political opinions. They 
had already almost arrived at an 
agreement, he thought, to use the Prime 
Minister’s phrase, with reference to 
religious opinions, and he was asking 
the House to give the same protection 
and freedom to those seeking the asylum 
of these shores from persecution on 
account of political opinions. He did 
not think the House would desire in 
any way to curtail that freedom, and 
he did not suppose the House would 
desire that there should be less freedom 
given to those who came here on 
account of political persecution than 
was given to those who came on account 
of religious persecution. 

FITZMAURICE 


Lorp EDMUND 


seconded. 


{17 Juty 1905} 


Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashtonund. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lora 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 





Bill. 974 


Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Another Amendment proposed to th» 
proposed Amendment to the Bill— 


“ At the end, to add the words ‘or political 
opinions.’ ”—(Mr. Rufus Isaacs.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added to the proposed Amend- 
ment to the Bill.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
the House would not think it necessary 
to adopt the Amendment. They some 
time ago passed words which provided 
for the case of ‘danger of punishment 
on political grounds,” and wherever a 
Government interfered with a man’s 
liberty, or his property, and with his 
person on account of political opinions 
thit was a case of “punishment on 
political grounds.” Punishment was not 
confined to punishment following legal 
process; it would also refer to arbitrary 
punishment without any legal process 
whatever. With reference to religious 
views, it was necessary to guard against 
another case, because one real danger 
with regard to religious views was that 
of persecution taking a form of violence, 
but he did not think the same dange- 
existed with regard to political opinions. 
That was not a danger to which they 
were particularly exposed. The real 
danger of persecution was with reference 
to religious views. They had specifically 
provided for “punishment on_ political 
grounds,” and he submitted that the 
Amendment, therefore, was not required. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 152; Noes, 
214. (Division List No. 290.) 
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Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. €. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, CapttE( (SAndrw’sBghs)} 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH( Maidstone) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander(LanarkNE) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie.J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, Joh 1 Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 


Agg-Gardner, dames Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh0O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRey 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
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Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones David Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan, W) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F( Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macveagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘ Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 


| Muldoon, John 


| Parrott, 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan,Col. John P.(Gaiway.N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

William 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert \Villiam 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


NOES, 


Bartley, Sir George C. 'T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Bhownaggree, SirM. M 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel 
Bond, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt: Hon. St. 

Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


Henry 





Bill. 


Price, Robert John 

Priestly, Arthur 

Rea, Russell, 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

tose, Charles Day 

{uneiman, Walter 

2ussell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland: 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samnel (Flint) 
Spencer, Rt HnC. R.( Northants) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomson, F.W. (York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Engene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George ‘Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath North.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Nortolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. RB.) 
Wilson, John (Durkam, Mid.) 
Woodhouse. Sir J.T. ( Huddersf ) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert (sladstone and 
Mr. Wi'liam M‘Arthur. 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

| Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J..4.( Wore 
| Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
| Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
| Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
| Dalkeith, Earl] of 
| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 





d) 
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Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mano’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt. Hn.SirR. B(Inv’rn’ss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzrov, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘l’rHm lets 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gouldings Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 

Hardy, Laurence (Kent Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, SirJames(StatfordsNW. 
Heaten, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A.(Staftord, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samnel 

Hoge, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(SheMield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 
Kerr, John 


Proposed words inserted in the Bill. 


Mr. AUSTIN 





TAYLOR 
omit the words “immediately after a | 
period of residence in the United King- | 
dom of not less than +:ix months.’ 
proposal, he said, dealt with the case 
of the alien wh» had been . alternately 
described as the ‘Flying Dutchman” 
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Keswick, William 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham | 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Liddell, Henry 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Rt.Hn.Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW. 
M‘Killop, Jame: (Stirlingshire | 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Matks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry ) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Harry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert ‘Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 


clause, an alie 
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Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Sackville, Col. 8. G. (Stopford- 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, H.C( North’mb.Tyneside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 


| Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
| Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf dUniv 
| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Vol.SirG, E. Hi Shettield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.( Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.( Notts. 
Wentworth, Pruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby, de Eresby Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon C. B. Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THE NoeEs.—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


n who left Liverpool for 


' New York and was there refused admis- 
moved to/ sion ran the risk of not being allowed to 


land again at 


> The | custody on the steamer. 
| the Billamounted to this—that if an alien 

had resided for six months in the United 
| Kingdom he was to be allowed to go to 


Liverpool, w.th the result 


that he would have to remain in perpetual 


The words in 


and the “ Wandering Jew.” Under the | New York, and, if he was rejected there 
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to come back and enter this country 
without further trouble. He failed to 
understand the reason for imposing this 
residential test, and the object of the 
Amendment was to delete it. If it was 
the wish of the promoters of the Bill to 
get rid of the alien he saw no reason 
why they should make it difficult for 
him to leave the country. He could 
understand the Government’s desiring to 
prevent the entry of aliens, but once the 
entry had been effected there was sur ly 
no reason for putting impediments in 
the way of shipowners taking them 
away again. The object should be to 
get them out again as soon as possible, 
and h* hoped the Government, if they 
could not abolish it altogether, would 
at any rate modify the provision, 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHOR formally | 


seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 2, line 19, to leave out from the 
word, ‘country,’ to the word ‘he,’ in line 21.” 
(Mr Austin Taylor.) 


Question proposed, “That the words | 
proposed to be left out stand part of the. 


Bill.” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said these 
words were introduced by way of a 
concession to the shipowning interest 
and in consequence of an Amend- 
ment moved in Committee by his 
hon. friend the Member for the 
East Toxteth Division of Liverpool. 
It was felt that it was not desirable 
that this country should be made the 
dumping ground of persons who entered 
it for a short time, took ticket to New 
York, were rejected there, and then 
brought back to be left on our hands, 
These words were introduced to meet 
that case. It was necessary to take 
some period as a test of residence which 
would qualify an alien to possess a right, 
as it were, to return to the United 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


Kingdom, and he thought the House 
would be of opinion that in taking six 
month the Government had selected a 
reasonable test. 


980: 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said the 
Government had whittled down the 
Amerdment which they promised to 
meet in Committee in a perfectly foolish 
way. It lef: the immigrant who had 
resided in the country for any period 
less than six months—it might be that 
he had lived here for five months—under 
the disability of having to be perpetually 
carried to and fro between New York 
and Liverpool, which the Government 
themselves had declared to be foolish, 
What was to happen to such a man if 
the vessel came to anend? Was he to 
be laid up forever in port? Or what 
| was to be done with him if the vessel 
were broken up? What was wanted was 
ito get him back to his country of 
origin, and this Amendment, so far froin 
/ assisting in that direction, actually pre 
vented its being done. ‘Tne ‘ Lucania” 
| or the “Campania” could nct be compelled 
to go to Hamburg by way of a change 
simply to get rid of an undesirable 
| passenger. *-!, 


ad 








Str ROBERT FINLAY: He could be 


| put on board a ship going to Hamburg. 


Mr, RUNCIMAN asked how that 
could be done if the company had no 
ship going to Hamburg. The man could 
not be put on another vessel by force. 
The six months limit made the Amend- 
ment which the Attorney-General himself 
inserted in Committee perfectly ridiculous, 
and, unless the Government cut it out, 
the Amendment was really no concession 
at all. -3 
Question; put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 220; Noes, 
162. (Division List No. 291.) 


AYES. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Arrol, Sir Williem 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hon.SirH | Balcarres, Lord 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | 


Mr, Austin Taylor. 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John, George Alexander 
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Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds) | 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain, RtHnJA.(Wore.) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of © 

Dalrvinple, Sir Gharles 
Davenport, W. Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Seott 

Disracli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry E-lward 

Dyke, Rt.Hon.SisWilliamHart | 
Egerton, Hon. \ de Tatton. 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwynEdward 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Mane’r.) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHnSirRB.(Inv’rn’ss) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick | 
Cordon, MajEvans-(T'rH’ mlets | 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Coschen, Hon. George Joachim | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, Willam Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley) 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Henderson, Sir A.(Statford,W.) 


| Hoare, Sir Samuel 


Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 


| Howard, John( KentFaversham 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


| Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Jeffrevs, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow ) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Liddell, Henry 

Llewellyn. Evan Henry 

Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol.S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


| Lucas, Reginald.J.( Portsmouth) 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW. 


| M’Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 


Manners, Lord Cecil 


' Marks, Harry Hananel 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hn. J. Scott(Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| Morgan, DavidJ.(Wathamstow 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, Georce Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


| Myers, William Henry 


Nicholson, Wiiliam Graham 


| O'Neil, Hon. Robert Torrens 
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‘ Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 


Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharsoa 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Roberston, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford ,W. W. (Liverpoc!) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, VW.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tyneside ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset } 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf’dUniv.) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirCEH(Sheftield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hon.SirWilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.Col. A.C. E.(Taunton) 
Welby, SirCharlesG.E. ( Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley,H.( Ashton und. Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby, de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


' Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Bond, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, N.E(York,.NR,Whitby 
Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain a. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,CaptEC(S. Andrw’s Bghs) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, SirFrancisH.( Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander(LanarkNE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


Mr. LEIF JONES 


(Westmoreland. 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans(Fife, West 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson, FE. 
Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan, VW. | 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambeit, George 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal.W. 
Laylan -Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

M‘Artkur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield. Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Llovd(Carmarthen) 
Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti Joseph P. 

Newnes. Sir George 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 
Norman, Henry 

O Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow,W. 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughbnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswala 
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Pease, J. A. (Saftron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Priestly, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 


| Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
| Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isle of Wi 


oC 
Ig 


ht) 


| Shack’? ston, David James 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


| Sheehy, David 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 

John Barford 
Spencer. RtHnC. R.( Northants) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, ames 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Vallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph ( Barnsley)” 
Wason, Et gene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath. North} 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson. Fred W. (Norfolk.Mid) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilso. , John (Durham Mid.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, SirJT.( Hudd’rsfd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
Mr. Austin Poylor and Mr. 
Runciman, 


returned to their native 
Imagine 4 








Appleby) said he did not intend to raise 
points which had already been decided. 
but in moving to omit certain words 
inserted by the Attorney-General he did 
not think that the Prime Minister cou!d 
plead that this was a case in which there 
was anything like common agreement 
Take the case of poor people who had 
emigrated from this country, and, having 


land as steerage passengers, 
ship coming into this country with 4 
number of native-born Englishmen 0! 
board who had been naturalised abroa@- 
Some of them would, no doubt, desire t® 
settle down in the land cof their birth 
but those who happened to have been 
naturalised in America, although English- 
men, would be classed as aliens. He 
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should like to know exactly what was 
meant by “a temporary stay.” This 
Bill was never intended to deal with 
British subjects who had been naturalised 
abroad. The Attorney-General had told 
them that there might be criminals 
amongst them, but he protested against 
the insinuation that the class of 
Englishmen of whom he was speaking 


were likely to contain any undue propor- | 


tion of criminals. The criminal alluded 
to by the Attorney-General was a min 
who had already been punished in a foreign 
country, and why should he be punished 
again upon coming to this country ? 
would be said that he might be an habitual 


criminal, but even then the ordinary laws | : ; : ’ : 
The | which had arrived this week from America 


were sufficient to deal with him. 
man must live somewhere, and he was 
not go sure that the land which had given 
birth to a criminal ought to shift its 
responsibi ity to the country which had 
given him hosp‘tality. 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 26, to leave out from” the 
word ‘ subject,’ to the end of Sub-sec tion (3). ” 
—(Mr. Leif Jones.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that 
upon this point they had not been 
met in a satisfactory manner. He wished 
to give an instance of the number of 
Irish-born Americans who wished, even 


-after naturalisation, to return to their 


native land. One of the steamships 


at an Irish port brought sixty-six saloon, 


| Trish-born. 
In the past it | 


had always been their policy to encourage | 
naturalisation in foreign countries, and | 
nothing could encourage good feeling | 


between nations more than making it | 


easy for foreigners to naturalise here and 
encouraging at the same time our citizens 
to naturalise abroad. It was not de- 
sirable that naturalisation in another 
country should carry with it penalties or 
disabilities, or that we should weaken the 
tie which bound this country to all her 
children, no matter how far they might 
have wandered or however much they 
might have failed. 


Major SEELY, in seconding the 
Amendment, said he could not see what 
objection he Government could have to 
the elimination of those words. Lord 
Bacon laid it down in one of his essay- 
thata man had an inalienable right to 
return to the country of his birth, and 
he appealed to the hon. Member for 
Gravesend to agre> with the principle 
which had been laid down by Lord Bacon. 
He wished a!so to again enter his protest 


| altered. 





against the absurd way in which this Bill | 


had been forced through the House by the | 
Not only hon. Members from | 


Trele Me $ ides | -.: : 
rland, but hon. Members on both sides | Clitheroe) thanked the Government for 


closure. 


of the House were agreed that when a 
man returned poor and penniless to the 


land of his birth he should be admitted. 


fiity-nine second-cabin, and 273 steerage 
passengers, the bulk of the latter being 
He trusted the Government 
would allow Irishmen to return freely to 
the land of their birth. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that it 
was owing to the previous discussion 
raised by the hon. Member as to the 
hardship inflicted upon Irish-born immi- 
grants who were anxious to return to 
their old homes that the clause had been 
But the present Amendment 
proposed to go one step further. The 
other night he assured the hon. Member 
for Rhondda that nothing was further 
from the wish of the Government than to 
exclude the honest working man. The 
present Amendment was _ absolutely 
different from that rejected the other 
night. The litter would have admitted 
criminals, those previously rejected, 
lunatics, and idiots. The present Amend- 
ment, although the hon. Member delivered 
an impassioned appeal on behalf of 
repentant criminals desiring to return, 
would only apply to the British-born 
person only debarred otherwise by want 
of means. Having regard to the Very 
small number of such cases, and to the 
sentiment involved, he thought the House 
would do well to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 


ithe conce’sion, which met what was 


regarded as a Very serious matter in the 
country. Whatever might have been in 
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the mind of the Attorney-General when| Question proposed, “That the words 
this matter was discussed upon a former | proposed to be left out stand part of 
occasion, the only thing he had in mind | the Bill.” 
was a man beng leit out through poverty. 
He was glad that the Government had; Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said the 
met the claims of the workmen whose | greatest care would be taken in the 
case had been voiced by himself and | selection of members for the boards, and 
the panel would include a certain number 
of magistrates. One member of the 
Mr. BUTCHER (York) was very glad/ hoard would be a magistrate, and 
the (‘overnment had seen their way to | of the other two one might be selected 
meet the case in question, which was One | for his administrative experience and 
of real hardship. He hoped the House knowledge of the work of a Poor 
would now accept the Amendment with-| Law guardian, and the third might 
o it further discussion. be a man of business experience. They 
had very great hopes of securing the 


other Labour Members last week. 


Question put, and negatived. 
co-operation 0° the Jewish Board of 


Mr. DALZIEL moved the omission of niin, ime. eanetienes a 
ee . e ’ aU iS 

“ause 2 : purpose ‘ some ; : 
Clause 2 for the pur pose of ong sc me matter would be of invaluable assistance, 
further information as to the immigration Ht sean peepee ‘that the nienten 
beard: and ‘the qualifications of its should receive payment for their services 
Members. What guarantee could the at the rate of two or three guineas for 
Home Secretary give that the three eal: mmeting. ‘Blo Bed sande ccavtal 
persons appointed to the board would be inquiry, and he was sure he would get 
suitable persons so far as the working of men who would be generally acceptable 
. cla 

. vas concerned 2 + the 
the Act was concerned? Of course the and who would have a thorough know- 
right hon. Gentleman would make an ledge of the work. As to the question 
efort to obtain the most suitable whodtin the Cis edd he bbe 
persons, but, as me Press ae not be public or private, it would rest with the 
admitted to their proceedings, which boards themselves to say whether their 
would practically be carried on in secret, | Courts should be open or in camera. 
it was all the more important that the | pyey tt a ee bien cow din 
greatest care should he token that the | rule in the Bill on that matter. The 
persons appointed were likely to act in | boards were the proper persons to decide 
conformity with the general desires of | , to how the proceedings should be 
. or A > S 
the promoters of the Bill. He asked conducted in their own Courts. He was 
also whether ~~ members of the board ee ee ee ee eee 
were to be paid. As there was to be no | excellent and capable men who would 
& al against the decisions les 
ppeal — : pine is of the! soe that justice was done not only to the 
rate oar le = Wou sk 

immigration b ‘ si ould ask people of this country but also to the 
whether the legal profession way to be 








immigrants. 
represented. 

Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) said this 
Amendment raised a very important 
point. The Home Secretary had given a 
great deal of information as to the kind 


Mr. RUNCIMAN seconded the Amend- 


ment. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘‘In page 3, line 1, to leave out Clause 2.”— 
(Mr. Dalziel.) of executive he proposed to set up, but 


Mr. Shackleton. 
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he had not stated what was to be the 
size of the panel to be appointed in 
connection with each Court, who would 
submit that panel to him, and upon 
what grounds he would select certain 
gentlemen to serve. It would be very 
important to know whether, when a 
panel was once selected, the members 
would be taken 
it would be possible for the immigration 


in 1otation, whether 


officer to select a few gentlemen who 
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gentlemen on the boards who were 
familiar with certain classes of occupation. 
If immigrants came here as skilled 
labourers they might be men we should 
be glad to have. They would be in a 


position to maintain themselves and 
not come upon the rates. It was quite 
obvious, that an unskilled 


labourer might be inclined to say, “I 


however, 


am a cotton spinner,” or something of 


that sort. If there was a man with 





happened to agree with him on the 
question of the exclusion of immigrants. | 
or whether it would be essential for him | 
It | 
was felt by some Members on his side | 


to take the gentlemen in rotation. 


of the House that an“exceedingly zealous 
officer, feeling that the | 


importation of aliens was on the whole | 


immigration 


undesirable, might show a tendency | 
to select for the panel certain gentlemen | 
with whom he could get on, and who | 
would be prepared to proceed easily | 
and comfortably fin the exclusion of! 
aliens. Would the remuneration which | 
was to be given to the members of the | 
board be sufficient to tempt gentlemen | 


| 
on the panel whose impartiality would | 


be absolutely above question ? | 


Mr. PEEL’ (Manchester, 8.) said it 
appeared freom the Home Secretary’s 
Answer that the word ‘ business” had 
a wider signification than he might 
attributed to it. He asked 

a wide interpretation would 


have 

whether 
be put on the word “business” in 
the provision that the board should 
consist of “ fit persons having magisterial, 
business, or administrative experience.” 
(n the Committee stage of the Bill he 
had an Amendment down to substitute 
“industrial”? for ‘‘ business,” because 
he thought that word had a wider 


| definite personal knowledge of actual 


board 
be able by asking the immigrant half- 


manufactures on the he would 


a-dozen questions to see whether he 


If the 


was a skilled labourer or not. 


, ‘ ; : 
/meaning of “business” did not include 


“industrial”? he should be inclined to 
move the substitution of the latter word. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said he 
took it that 


perience would include gentlemen who 


persons of business ex- 


were engaged in industrial enterprises, 


such aS managers of mills. There 
were other Questions which he should 


It 
was very important the House should 


like the Home Secretary to answer. 


|} know what was to be the exact com- 


| position and character of these immi- 
| gration boards, seeing that thev were 
| to interpret the Act. The Home Secre- 
| tary said that members of the boards 
| were to be paid two or three guineas each 
‘time they sat. He appealed to the right 
hon, Gentleman to make up his mind on 
Surely a board which dis- 
posed of 300 aliens at a sitting should be 


that point. 


remunerated at a higher rate than one 
which dealt with only two or three cases. 
With regard also to procedure, he sub- 
mitted that the sittings of these boardg 
should take place in public if aliens 





/attending before them should so desire it. 


Meaning. It waS important to have |It was perfectly true that the board 
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might have to examine into delicate 
matters which the alien would desire to 
keep secret. That ought to be a matter 
to be settled in each particular case. 
Could the right hon. Gentleman secure 
to the alien the right to have his case 
investigated in public at his own initia- 
tive? When the practical working at 
the ports of entry was contemplated one 


was drawn more and more to the con- 


clusion that this measure would never 
play a real and substantial part in the 
life of the country, and that it would 
speedily fall into what was called in the 
United States a ‘“‘condition of innocuous 


Cesuetude.” 
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Dr. HUTCHINSON Rye) | 


(Sussex, | 
asked when the boards were to meet. | 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said it must | 
depend on circumstances how often usd 
hoards would meet. It was perfectly | 
true that at the port of London there | 
would be three or four sittings of the | 
board in a week at certain times of the | 
year, while at certain other ports the | 
board would not meet more than once a | 

The boards | 
The proposed 


fortnight or three weeks. 





would meet as required. 
boards could be called together at any | 
It was the desire of the Govern- | 


time. 
ment that there should be no delay in 
after 


In appointing members cf the | 


with immigrants their 


| 
é | 
dealing | 
| 


arrival. 





panel it would be his intention that 
labour should be represented as well as | 
The 


depend on circumstances, 


size of the panel must 
He did not | 


propose that the panel should be a merely 


capital. 





nominal one, but intended that the 


| 
} 


members should be taken as far as possible 


i1 rotation. 
Mr. Churchill. 
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2) Fill. 
And, it being Midnight, the debate 
stood adjourned. 


(No. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow, 


NAVAL PRIZE BILL [LORDS]. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
CROWN LANDS BILL. 
Order for Second Readiny read, and 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES (TRANSFER OF 
TREASURY POWERS) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


ACCIDENTS (MINES AND FACTORIES) 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged. Bill withdrawn, 


TRADE MARKS (RECOMMITTED) BILL 
Considered in Committee; Committee 


report Progress; to sit again this day. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES ACTS (EXTENSION) 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, aud 


discharged. Bill withdrawi. 


CANALS (No. 2) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. 
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993 Adjournment. 
LAND JUDGE'S COURT (IRELAND). 
Return ordered, “ by counties, of the 

Estates in the Land Judge’s Court over 

which Receivers have been appointed 

in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 

No. 182, of Session 1904.)’—(Mr. T. W. 

Russell.) 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That this House do now adjourn,’— 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy 
asked the Patronage Secretary of the 


Burghs) 


Treasury whether he could give any 
denial of the alarming rumours which 
had been afloat to-night about dis- 
the Cabinet. He asked 
that the Lord 


Chancellor had threatened resignation 


sension in 
whether it was true 
on account of the Redistribution pro- 
posals; whether a special meeting of the 
had been called for 
to-morrow, and whether the calling of 


Party opposite 


that Party had anything to do with the 


difficulties of the Government. He 


thought they had got into a state of things | 
with regard to public business which | 


made it desirable that the House, as well 
as the Party opposite, should be taken 
into the confidence of the Government. 
It was obvious they could not go on 
wasting their time simply because the 
supporters of the Government would not 
come to the House between nine and ten 
and forego their cigar and coffee after 
dinner. Therefore,he asked whether the 
tight hon. Gentleman could give them 
any information that the Government 
would make a strong appeal to their 
Party to enable them to go on with 
public business, and he would press him 
VOL. CXLIX. [Fourri Series. | 
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particularly with regard to the announce- 
ment to be made on the morrow, and 
also as to the threatened resignation of 
the Lord Chancellor. 


| Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said he 
would like the Patronage Secretary at the 
Executive meeting on the morrow to call 
the attention of the Party to the great 
ignorance displayed by the Prime Minister 
on several occasions with reference to 





| matters which came under his own special 


| authority and responsibility. Everybody 
| knew of the case when the Prime Minister 


informed an 
| 


| Country that we were much more likely 
| ° ‘ e 

| to be at war with Switzerland than with 
Then there 


| e e ° 
/were the cases, earlier in that session, 


astonished and amazed 


'the Orange Free State. 


when debates were held in the House, and 
| when the Leader of the House stated the 
| next day that he was not aware the 
| debates were held or that the fiscal 


| Resolutions were passed by the House 
over which he presided. They thought 


that ignorance the more remarkable, 


because the Patronage Secretary had 
given the Prime Minister a full account 
Then there was 
the extraordinary ignorance of the Prime 


of all the transactions. 


Minister with reference to the Colonia! 


Conference. The right hon. Gentleman, 


‘choosing that inspiring theme for the 


subject ofa hurried address at Edinburgh, 
never scemed to have taken the trouble 
to have made himself acquainted with 
the fact that an automatic conference 


would in the ordinary course meet. It 
struck him with an air of a new revela- 
tion that under the Government of which 
he was Leader Resolutions had beea 
passed which made it desirable and 
necessary that such a conference should 


meet in automatic course. He ventured 





to say that no Prime Minister, certainly 
20 
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not in recorded time, had ever before, in 
regard to matters of which he should 
be better informed than anybody, shown 
such lamentable and extraordinary ignor- 
ance, and he thought that was a 
matter which the right hon. Gentleman 
the Patronage Secretary should lose no 
time in bringing before the notice of his 


Adjournment 


supporters and friends at the Foreign | 


Office on the morrow. 


But he should not venture to stand | 


between the House and adjournment 
on this particular point of the ignor- 
of the Prime Minister on mat- 
to be wel! 


ance 
ters of which he ought 
informed, were it not for the most extra- 


ordinary instance which had occurred in| 
regard to the Redistribution Resolutions, | 


It was eminently characteristic of what 
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He had submitted to the House full 
| Specific cases of the gross, unpardonable, 
| and flagrant ignorance exhibited by the 
| Prime Minister on matters for which he 
| was responsible. These were things which 
came before them, but they could not tell 
in how many innumerable instances the 
| public might suffer obscurely through 
the same kind of s!ip-shod, slap-dash, 
haphazard manner of doing business, 


He hoped the Patronage Secretary 
weuld draw the Prime Minister’s 
‘attention to the remarks he had 


made. 
greatest satisfaction to have said them to 
h's face, and, fortunately, he hoped to 
have the opportunity of saying them, if 
not to his face, at any rate in close 
proximity to him, at Manchester, during 


It would have given him the 


the general election. 


he might call the “ Balfourian ” method of | 


discharging public business. 


it seem to cover the two right hon. | 


Gentlemen Par nobile fratrum. 
the latest family dodge of prolonging their 


pericd of office, and as it was a subject | 


about which they felt so intensely he won- 
dered that they did not take the trouble 


to acquaint themselves with the ordinary | 
and inevitable procedure of the House | 


in respect to the Resolution they had 


placed upon the Paper. If it had been | 
an ordinary matter of mere public im- | 
portance affecting the welfare of the | 


country, or some legislation affecting the | 


working classes, one could easily see how 


it might have been forgotten; but when 


it was a Bill involying the continuance of | 


the Government’s profligate and incapable 
reign, it was indeed remarkable that the 
right hon. Gentleman and his right hon- 
ourable brother did not take the trouble 
to look up the pr: cedents. 

Mr. Chaerehill. 


He did not | 
use the phrase in any offensive sense, but. 


This was | 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tHe TREASURY (Sir A. 
AcLanpb-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) said he could only express very 
great regret on the part of his leader, 
his Party, and himself that owing to 
‘the action taken by the junior Mem- 
ber for Oldham he wou!d not be able 
to attend the Party meeting on the 
morrow and make his speech. He could 
‘only assure the hon. Member for the 
Kirkealdy Burghs that there was 10 
dissension in the Government. He would 
not be in order in discussing the Party 
meeting, but it did seem rather strange 


that in a House largely composed of 
| . . 
Liberal Members it should be thought 


an unusual thing for a leader to consult 
his Party. 
Question put, and and agreed put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 18th July, 1905, 


INTRODUCED. 

The right hon. Wilham Court Gully, 
late Speaker of the House of Commons, 
having been created Viscount Selbv of 
the city of Carlisle, was (in the usual 
manner) introduced. 


SAT FIRST. 
: Lord Balinhard (EF. Southesk) 
{sat first in Parliament after the death 


4 at his father. 


: h . 
S j ihe 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


* LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAMWAYS) 
3h L1L. 

Moved, * That the Order made on the 
3 16th dav of March lest. ° That no Private 
| Bill brought from the House of Commons 
: shall be read a second time eiter the 
27th dav of June next,’ be dispensed 
f with. and that the Bill be now read 2a.” 
Fee The Chairman of Conrmettees.) 












© Viscount RIDLEY: My Lords, I rise, 
Fonthe Motion for the second Reading of 
> this Bill, to move * That the Bill be read 
2 second time this day three months.” 
> T may as well at once tell your Lordships 
: that the provisions of the Bill to which 
I take exception refer only to one of the 


which 


‘systems of tramways are Dro- 
moted. There are in this Bill, as I 
. understand, three separate tramways, 


Ftwo of them entirely unobjectionable 
and not very important, and one of them 
very important and very objectionable. 
It is that proposal—the proposal to 


bring trams over Westminster Bridge 
down the Embankment and back again 


over Blackfriars Bridge—to which in 
its present shape I take exception, and 
on that ground I desire to move the 
rejection of the Bill. 

[I may remind your Lordships that 
this is no new question except in the 
sense that it is new in the shape in which 
it now comes up te your Lordships’ 
House. Attempts have been made 
from time to time to 
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|eand the Legislature generally hes in- 


variably taken the line of refusing to 
grant the necessary powers. ! need 
not dwell upon the history of this Bill. 
Suffice it to say that in 1903 and 1904 
the Bill was very heavily defeated in 
the Lower House, and this vear it 
only succeeded in passing by a majority 
of one, the Speaker giving his casting 
vote. Thisis not a Government question, 
inasmuch as I think sixteen members of 
His Majesty’s Government voted against 
the Bill in the other House. Not only 
did it only just sueceed in getting through 
the House of Commons this year, but im 
the shaps in which it now appears it is a 
totally different Bill from that which 
then passed the Lower House. I thinkI 
shall be able to show your Lordships 
that it proposes to take a course which 
will do no good to the public, which will 
be extremely inconvenient to a large 
section of the public, which will absolutely 
infringe the rights of a certain number of 
persons, and destroy the beauty oi one 
of the prettiest parts of London without 
in any way improving the facilities for 
trattic which we all desire to see improved. 


If vou will allow me, I will take your 
Lordships round the course of this tram- 
wav for the short space of two miles. It 
is proposed to connect up the tramways 
at the southern end of Westminster Bridge» 
and take the trams over the bridge. 
Have the promoters seriously considered 
the congestion of traffic that will be 
-aused at that particular point by bring- 
ing these two tramways together, both 
of them running on a minute service, 
which will subsequently become a half- 
minute There is a constant 
and steady traffic crossing Westminster 
Bridge and turning to the left to Water- 
loo. Ahalf-minute service of trams would 


service / 


greatly incommode that traffic. The 
tramway will then cross Westminster 
Bridge. How is it proposed that it 
should cross? It is proposed that it 


should cross within two feet nine inches 
of the pavement on the east side of the 


bridge, obviously making it impossible 
| for any traffic to pass on that side, and 


bring trams | 
over Westminster Bridge, and this House | 


every carriage crossing the bridge will 
have to pass over the lines of tramway 
before it can get to Waterloo. More- 
over, there are a certain number of shops 
at the southern side of the bridge, and 


2P 
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it would be absolutely impossible for any 
carriage or wagon to stop in front of 


those premises, and the whole of the. 


business of these tradesmen would be 


seriously incommoded, if not altogether | 


stopped. 


There is a Standing Order of your 
Lordships House, No. 13, which enacts 
that when any tramway is proposed to 
be run within nine feet six inches of the 
pavement, notice must be given of the 
intention to do so, not only in general, 
but also to every person the frontage 
of whose shop or dwelling is affected, not 
later than December 15th of the vear 
preceding. That has not been, and 
could not have been, done in this case, 
because the particular provision which 
would necessitate this notice was inserted 
by the House of Commons Committee 
after the Bill had passed its Second 
Reading ; but it is a great hardship that 
the people who have these shops and 
dwellings should be prevented by this 
technical fact from the possibility of 
raising their objections and presenting 
their case, which, under the Standing 
Orders of the House, they would have 
been able to do in the ordinary course of 
events. I understand also that should 
this Bill unfortunately pass its Second 
Reading, the Committee which will 
have to deal with it will sit on Friday. 
Well, how is it possible for these people 
to get up their case and present the 
aspects of it as it appears to them between 
now and next Friday ? 


As I have said, the tramway then 
crosses Westminster Bridge, to the great 
inconvenience of the travelling public, 
and goes down the Embankment. It is 
not long since the public spent £1,000,000 
in beautifying that part of London. It 
is now proposed to run tramways down 
the Embankment on the river side, and 
the result will be to destroy the trees 
there and to gravely imperil the whole 
of the amenity of the Embankment, 
And when the tramway gets to Black- 


friars Bridge it is proposed to run it, 


over the bridge, causing, as I main- 
tain, a block in the traffic there, in 
the same way as 


block in the traffic on Westminster 
Bridge. These are the great incon- 


veniences which this Bill would produce 


Viscount Ridley. 


{LORDS} 


it would cause a} 
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| in the short course of a mile and a-half, 
| or a little more. 


(Tramways) Bill, 


I do not wish to appear as opposing 
the extension of tramways because they 
are tramways, or because they are pro- 
moted by a particular body. I would 
wish to support the extension of useful 
tramways, but what arguments have the 
promoters of this Bill produced to show 
that this will be a useful tramway / 
After all, it will go over Westminster 
Bridge and down the Embankment, 
where there is certainly not any great 
demand for traffic and where *bus com- 
panies have never found it worth their 
while to run a line of *buses, and then 
back again over Blackfriars Bridge. Ii 
this proposed tramway really connected 
the north and the south of the Metropolis, 
I would be one of those who would admit 
that there was a great deal to be said for 
it, even if it did inconvenience a certain 
section of the public. But this Bill does 
not do that. It merely proposes to take 
people for a little pleasure trip round 
the Embankment, and the only proposal 
which has been seriously put forward for 
connecting the north with the south was 
thrown out by the House of Commons 
Committee. The proposed tramway, 
therefore, is not only inconvenient but 
useless ; and it is not only useless, but 
it cannot be carried out without further 
legislation. 


The Bill which we are asked to pass 
provides that nothing shall be done until 
powers are obtained for widening Black- 
friars Bridge. The Committee found 
that it was impracticable to take these 
tramways over the bridge as the bridge 
is at present, and the extension cannot 
be carried out without further powers 
to be obtained in a Bill next year, and 
these powers will have to be obtained bya 
separate authority—the City Corporation. 
In other words, before the County Counel 
can proceed with these lines they will 
have to get the City to promote a Bill 
next year for the widening, at considerable 
cost, of Blackfriars Bridge. Therefore 
this legislation is not only inconvenient 
and useless, but it is incomplete. I 
believe it has not been the practice of 
this House to pass legislation in an i 
complete form. There was one occasiol 
this year where the Great Northern and 
Strand Railway were promoting a single 
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line crossing under the river, which the 
Committee of the Lower House said 
could not be completed unless they got 
powers to make the single line into a 
double line; and I understand that 
the Chairman of Committees of your 
Lordships’ House ruled that because it 
was an incomplete Bill and could not be 
carried out in its completion this year 
the Bill could not proceed. This Bill, 
at any rate,is an incomplete Bill, and, if 
incomplete Bills cannot be passed, this 
Bill should not be proceeded with. 


I do not know that there is any other 
feature of this measure which I need 
weary your Lordships by referring to. 
I would only say this in general, that 
this is surely not a moment in which to 
add another complication to the com- 
plicated system of traffic in London. 
What, my Lords, is the real difficulty 
with which the Royal Commission on 
Traffic have had to deal? The real diffi- 
culty has been the multiplication of 
different interests and different systems 
ot traffic. Ii that Commission began 
de novo with London a grass field, it 
would be easy to make the traffic ideal 
and work properly; but this multi- 
plicity of different systems makes the 
matter a very difficult one. One of 
the recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission that a Traffic hoard shall be 
appointed in order to deal with the 
general system of traffic in London. 
Are we to make the labours of that 


board, if, as I hope, it is ap- 
pointed, greater by imposing another 
vested interest upon them to deal 
with @ I maintain, therefore, that this 


is not @ moment to pass legislation 
which will not really solve the problem 
of north and south tramways, which 
many of us would desire to see, but 
which will add another difficulty to the 
already great difficulties in London, and 
which will further burden the ratepayers 
of the Metropolis with an expenditure 


of some £350,000 at a time when nobody | 


can say with certainty that motor omni- 
buses will not supersede trams in the 
future. I beg to move the Amendment 
standing in my name. 


Amendment moved— 


‘*To leave out the word ‘now,’ and add 
at the end of the Motion the words ‘this day 
three months.’ ”—( Viscount Ridley.) 


{18 JuLy 1905} 


(Tramways) Bill. 1002 


*Lorp CHELMSFORD: My Lords, I 
hope you will allow me to intervene in 
this debate as a member of the County 
Council who are promoting the Bill 
the rejection of which the noble 
Viscount has just moved, and I hope 
your Lordships will realise the very 
serious course which you are asked to 
pursue. It is usual on these occasions 
to send the Bill to be discussed in its 
details to a Committee of your Lordships’ 
House, and it is certainly extremely 
unusual to take the course of rejecting 
the Bill before the Committee stage. I 
therefore urge you to pause before you 
follow my noble friend into the lobby 
this afternoon, 


Now, what is the position we find 
ourselves in with regard to this Bill ? 
Here is a great administrative body, the 
London County Council, set up to ad- 
minister the government of the Metro- 
polis, and this body comes forward 
in the usual way with a Bill which, if it 
had been promoted by, say, Manchester, 
Liverpool, or Birmingham, would have 
been considered at any rate, as a measure 
which ought not to be discussed on 
Second Reading in this House. The 
proposals contained in the Bill are not 
only practically unanimously supported 
in that great body, but they also find 
considerable support from the local 
authorities all round London. Out of 
twenty-eight borough councils in London 
twenty-one are actually supporting the 
Bill. The other seven have not taken 
any action, some because they have no 
tramways at all in their area, and others 
because they are not interested in the 
matter. I am not sure what the City 
of Westminster is doing at the present 
moment, but that authority, in whose 
area this tramway would be laid, showed 
its mind by not petitioning against the 
Bill in the other House. 


It is not as if this proposal of the 
,County Council was being examined for 
‘the first time. My noble friend referred 
just now to a close division which took 
| place on the Second Reading in the House 
|of Commons, and he said the Bill was 
| carried by the casting vote of the Speaker. 
But since the Second Reading the Bill 
has been examined and scrutinised most 
carefully in all its details by a Committee 


2P2 
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of the other House; and, further, when 
the Bill issued from the Committee it 
had, of course, to be read a third time, 
and there was no opposition in the House 
of Commons to the Bill as it comes before 
your Lordships to-day. There are cases, 
of course, in which the House oppose 
private Bills on Second Reading. There 
are cases in which great principles are 
involved which this House has a right 
to make up its mind upon before the 
matter is sent as an open question to a 
Committee, and there was such a Bill 
the other day—I think it was promoted 
by the Woolwich Borough Council—in 
connection with which a noble Lord 
moved that either a certain portion 
should be expunged, or that the Biull 
should not be read a second time, be- 
cause it was a private Bill endeavouring 
to do away with provisions of a public 
Act. That is the sort of occasion on 
which this House generally interferes, 
and says it will not leave the matter as 
an open question to be sent to a Com- 
mittee. But where is the principle 
involved in this Bill ¢ 


My noble friend who has made a speech 
denouncing the provisions of the Bill has 


{LORDS} 


gone into details which would be examined , 


by a Committee when the case went 
before it. I have no doubt that some 
of your Lordships have received a long 
list of reasons for the rejection of the Bill. 
I have very carefully perused these 
reasons, and can only find one which can 
be said to go to show that there is a 
principle involved in the Bill which 
would justify your Lordships in pursuing 
the course recommended by the noble 
Viscount; and that is this: that no 
tramway scheme should proceed until 
the House has had an opportunity of 
considering the Report of the Royal 
Commission on the Traffic of London. 
I imagine that that reason was inserted 
before the Report of the Royal Commis- 
sion was published; for what does this 
Royal Commission, which has been sitting 
two years, report on this matter? It 
has reported in favour of the very pro- 
cedure which the County Council are 
adopting. Among the tramway lines 


suggested is one going over Westminster | 
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afternoon. It is suggested that we 
should wait and consider that Report. 
Are we to allow all these tramway schemes 
to be hung up until Parliament has had 
time to consider the Report of the Traffic 
Commission? That Commission was 
instituted for the very purpose of con- 
sidering the details of this question. 
which the Government, in its wisdom, 
considered that Parliament was not so 
well adapted to deal with. 


(Tramways) Bil, 


The objections urged against this Bill 
are, as I have said, really matters that 
should be taken before a Committee. Ido 
not put forward this view speaking abso- 
lutely without experience, because | have 
had some ten years experience before 
Committees of this House and the other 
House, and certainly all these points 
which have been urged by my noble 
friend are points which one regularly 
hears discussed before Committees. One 
rather plausible argument was put for- 
ward by my noble friend—namely, that 
this is an incomplete Bill, and that next 
year the City of London will have to 
bring in a measure for the widening of 
Blackfriars Bridge. It is said that 
therefore we had better wait till next 
vear. Asa ratepayer in London, I hope 
your Lordships are going to consider the 
extra cost that would be put on London 
by pursuing such a course as that. This 
Bill would be introduced again next 
vear, the same arguments would be 
given and the same evidence called, anc 
counsel, solicitors, Parliamentary agents, 
and witnesses would be paid to reiterate 
the arguments which have already been 
established before the Committee of the 
other House. It is not as if those sup- 
porting this Bill are asking you to pass 
it as a Bill complete in itself, and which 
if you support it to-day, will become 
an Act. All we are asking is that this 
great body, the County Council of London, 
should have the right to be heard in 
favour of these proposals before a Com- 
mittee of your Lordships’ House. I have 
carefully gone through the evidence in 
the other House and considered the 
reasons urged. This is really a case of 
balance of convenience and inconvenl- 
ence, and on these grounds, and on the 


Bridge, down the Victoria Embankment | wider ground, that I think the rejec- 
and over Blackfriars Bridge—the very | tion of the Bill on Second Reading would 
proposal we are discussing here this | be conferring an unmerited slight on @ 


Lord Chelmsford. 
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amount of good work for London, I 
appeal to your Lordships not to vote 
against the Second Reading. 


THe Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I 
desire to associate myself with the noble 
Viscount in asking your Lordships to 
reject this Bill. The noble Lord who 
spoke last said it was an unusual course 
for the House to refuse to send a 
private Bill to a Committee. We have 
refused to send this Bill to a Committee 


for three or four sessions, and, asto the | 


question of principle, surely a great 
principle is involved when you propose 
to run a tramway down one of the few 
beautiful thoroughfares we have in 
London. The Embankment was built 
not only for the pleasure of the people 
of London, but for fast traffic to tie 
City, and [ tail to see why tramways 
, ) 
should be allowed to run along there. 
Surely the object of tramcars is to pick 
up and set down passengeis en route, 
and it, as the noble Lord says, *bus 
companies have found it impossible 
to run “buses along the Embankment, 
the London County Council will be unable 
to make a tramway service pay. 


I would point out that if this Bill 
passes In its present form, it really means 
that the tramway will run up the Em- 
bankment to Blackfriars Bridge and 
stop there. It cannot go over the bridge. 
One of the clauses gives effect to a com- 
promise arrived at by the City Corporation 
and the County Council, and, except with 

he consent of the City Corporation in 
writing, the London County Council must 
not take the tramways over Black- 
friars Bridge until the bridge has been 
widened or a new bridge constructed. 
I consider, therefore. that it would be 
a waste of time and involve unnecessary 
expense to send the Bill to a Committee. 
Unless that proviso is entirely cut out, 
1 do not see how the tramways are to get 
beyond Blackfriars Bridge. If trams 
ate to be taken across the Thames at all, 
| contend that there should be a tube 
underneath the river, or a new bridge 
between Waterloo and Blacktriars to the 
new Kingsway carried over the Victoria 
Embankment. This Bill has been fully 
discussed in several sessions, and the 
niere fact that the Embankment would 


{18 JuLy 1905} 


great body which has done a considerable | 


(Tramways) Bul. 1006 


be spoilt from an esthetic point of view 
by tramways is, I think, in itself sufficient 
to justify your Lordships in throwing 
out the Bill. We have few such beautiful 
sights in London as the Embankment, 
and I hope your Lordships will decline 
to have it destroyed by tramways. 


*THe Duxeor RUTLAND: My Lords, 
as I had something to do many years ago 
with the Thames Embankment and 
Westminster Bridge, I hope your Lord- 
ships will allow me to say one or two 
words on this subject. The Thames 
Embankment had been for many years 
more or less discussed, but it was not 
until the appointment by the House of 
Commons otf a Select Committee, of 
which Sir Joseph Paxton was chairman, 
on which I had the honour of serving, that 
anything practical was attempted. It 
was as a result of that Committee that 
the Metropolitan Board of Works was 
authorised and provided with sufficient 
means to construct that which is the 
finest public work in London of modern 
times. I also happened to be First 
Commissioner when Westminster Bridge 
was built, and I can assure your Lord- 
ships that that bridge was not con- 
structed by representatives of the rate- 
payers of London, but under Government 
supervision and out of funds which the 
State provided. Therefore, I say that 
the State has good reason to look after 
the maintenance of the Thames Embank- 
ment and Westminster Bridge and pro- 
tect them against the attacks which 
year after year have been made by the 
London County Council—a body which 
had nothing whatever to do with the 
creation of either one or the other. 


The noble Lord who has detended the 
action of the County Council says there 
has been one instance in his recollection 
in which the House ot Lords has taken 
the course ot rejecting a private Bill on 
Second Reading, but he said that was only 
on the ground that the private Bill 
proposed to subvert that which had been 
established by a public Act. Well, that 
is exactly what this Bill is doing. Have 
not these two great works been initiated 
and completed by public authority, 
and is not this an attempt by a 
private Bill to materially interfere with 
and utterly spoil both? That is the 
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reason why I have opposed, and why I 
shall continue to oppose as long as I can, 
the passsing of a Bill of this kind. It is | 
vain to say that in Committee all these 
great questions can be considered. I do 
not believe a Committee on a private Bill 
of this sort can go into these larger ques- 


London County Council 


tions, and I therefore ask your Lordships | 


to take vour courage in your hands and 
reject the Bill on Second Reading. 


*Eart CARRINGTON: My Lords, I 
am bound to say, as a member of the 
London County Council, 
to the speech of the noble Viscount who 
moved the rejection of this Bill and to 
the speech of Lord Mayo with great con- 
sternation. I would venture to impress 
on the House that this is not a Party 
question in any sort of way. I hope the 
House wil look at it entirely on its 
merits, and as a member of the London | 
County Council I can say that if this | 


Bill, to the misfortune of London, should | 


be rejected, we should regard that action 
with great regret and apprehension. 


noble Viscount who spoke first described | 


the Bill as objectionable and useless, and | 
made a great point, which was cheered by | 
the House, about the disfigurement of 
the Embankment, a matter on which the 


noble Duke who has just sat down also | 


laid stress. I would remind the House 
that there is no great congestion of traffic 
on the Embankment. It is not very 
much used. Moreover, the Embankment | 
is from sixty-five feet to eighty-five feet 
wide, and surely two lines of tramway 
running along the Thames side of the 
Embankment would not be any very 
great disfigurement, and it would, besides, 
he a great boon and advantage to the 
toiling millions of London. 


Viscount Ridley told the House that 
this tramway would be of no good to the | 
public. I will deal with that point in a 
moment. He also spoke of the obstruc- 
tion and congestion of traffic which would 
ensue if the Bill was allowed to pass. 
Your Lordships know the terribly con- 
gested state of the traffic at the tramway 
termini at Blackfriars and Westminster 
Bridges. During Ascot week the con- | 
gestion at the Westminster terminus is | 
positively dangerous. But that danger | 
and difficulty would be to a great extent | 
removed if the circle was allowed to be | 


The Duke of Rutland. 


{LORDS} 


that I listened | 


The | 


| morning. 
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| completed, and if the cars were permitted 
to run in a never-ending continuous line. 
The argument which the noble Viscount 
used as to the interference with trade by 
carriages not being able to get up to the 
shops is one which has always been used 
when trams have been proposed. We 
have had it in Tottenham Court Road 
| and other parts of London, and I do not 
| think I need detain the House by arguing 
| that point. The noble Viscount went on 
| to say that this scheme did not connect 
the tramway systems of the south and 
north of London, On that point I beg to 
differ from the noble Viscount. That is 
exactly what the Bill does. 


(Tramways) Bill, 


Viscount RIDLEY: I did not mean 
to say that it did not conrect the trams, 
What I meant to say was that it did not 
| really connect the north of London with 
the south. 


*BarL CARRINGTON: The noble 
Viscount is correct in this, that there is 
/no junction of line between the north 
/and the south. That was in the Bill, but 
it was cut out by the Commons House ot 
Parliament. There will be no absolute 
/connection with the trams which serve 
the northern parts of the Metropolis, but 
the County Council have now acquired 
powers to run a tramway through a 
subway which they take powers to bring 
/on to the Embankment, and to get from 

jthe tramways running to and from 

Ww estminster and Blacktriars Bridges to 
“this line would only necessitate walking 
across about eighty-six feet of the Em- 
bankment and entering the subway. 
The noble Viscount, in his reference to the 
complexity of the traffic problem, omitted 
to state that the scheme proposed in the 
Bill has been recommended by the Roval 
Commission in their Report published this 
The noble Viscoune said the 
proposed tramway would be of no good 
to the public. I venture to think that 
if the noble Lord’s speech had been made 
to any South London constituency, 
whether as a Progressive or a Moderate, 
the seat would have been lost to that 
side. 


There are 43,000 men and women cross- 
ing each of these bridges morning and 
evening, wet or fine. That is to say, 
| 86,000 people make the journey across 
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the two bridges daily. Take the case 
of a young woman who lives at Brixton, 
and who goes to work somewhere in 
Holborn or the Strand, or further north. 
This young woman is able to reach the 
Blackfriars or Westminster Bridge ter- 
minus for a penny, and we propose to 
carry her the longer route. Just think 
what that means. It is three-quarters 
of a mile from the dead end on the 
south side ot 
from the dead end of the south side at 


Blackfriars Bridge to the centre of the | 


Embankment opposite where the con- 
nection will be to the north of Lon- 
don. If this scheme is not allowed 
to proceed, you condemn her to walk a 
mile and a-half a day more than she 
need do. 
of working days in the year, it means 
that she would have to walk 450 extra 
miles in the course of the year. 
I appeal to the House to think of this 


poor girl—it is only a typical case of | 
thousands—who would have to walk an | 


additional mile and a-half a day in all 
weathers all the year round. 


ing people are deserving of great con- | 


sideration, and I urge your Lordships 


to keep their case in view in giving your | 
The City Cor- | 


decision on this matter. 


poration are in favour of the Bill, and, 


as my noble friend opposite said, twenty- | 


one of the borough councils of the Metro- 
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Westminster Bridge or | 


(Tramways) Bul. 1010 


think can only be decided after hearing 
the evidence which will be given and the 
pleadings which will be made on both 
sides before a Select Committee, and 
| for that reason I venture to hope that 
'your Lordships will not deny it the ad- 
vantage of being treated in a manner 
which is usual in the case of all private 
| Bills that come to your Lordships’ House. 


I shall content myself this evening 
with pointing out to your Lordships 
the difference in the position now from 
the position when this Bill, or a measure 
kindred to it, was before your Lordships’ 
House in 1903, and was rejected on the 
Moiion of my noble friend Lord Newton. 


/ It was then said, and said with justice, 


Taking 300 as the number | 


The work- | 


that the tramway line ended in the air, 
It was not proposed that it should cross 
Westminster Bridge, but should stop 
at that end of the Embankment. 
Now the proposal is that there should 
be a concinuous line’ from the 
south side of Westminster Bridge 
|to the south side of Blackfriars Bridge, 
making connection there with the tram- 
| ways on the south side of the river. It 
| was next said, with great truth, that there 
was no connection with the trams which 
served thenorthern partsof the Metropolis, 
| but, as the noble Earl who has just sat 
down has pointed out to the House, the 
| County Council have now acquired powers 


polis are in favour of it, and the councils | t® Tun a tramway through a subway 


of the fashionable boroughs which have 
no tramways of their own, have not, to 
their honour, opposed the Bill. I most 
earnestly appeal to the House not to 
throw out on Second Reading a Bill 
which has been supported by both parties 
in the County Council and which is in 
the true interests of che toilers 
Metropolis. 


| which they take powers to bring on to the 
| Embankment, although not actually in 
| physical connection with the tramways 
‘run from Westminster to Blackfriars 
Bridge. At any rate, it cannot be said, 
/as it was in 1903, that there is no provi- 
‘sion by this Bill for enabling traffic 


of the | facilities from the south of London to the 


| north. 


It has often been said that we must 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES | wait for the Report of the Royal Com- 


(The Earl of ONnstow): My Lords, 
noble Lords who have addressed your 
Lordships on the question of the Second 
Reading of this Bill have for the most 


'mission on London Traffic. The Royal 
'Commissioners have issued their Report. 
| I will not trouble your Lordships with any 
| extracts from it, but I do not think it has 


part devoted themselves to a consideration | been contested by any of the noble Lords 
pro et con of the merits of the case. It} who have spoken in opposition to the 
Is part of my duty to look very closely | Second Reading that the Royal Com- 
into all the private Bills that come before | missioners are unanimously in favour of 


your Lordships, but I would say at once| trams across Blackfriars and 
that I do not think I am in any way | minster Bridges. 


West- 
In 1903 there was a 


competent to express an opinion upon | very strong and serious opposition from 


this Bill. 


That is a question which I 


a local authority which I think had great 
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weight with your Lordships. I mean | way Bill, and the point was that, pending 


the corporation of the City of London, 
but in the present case that corporation 
has agreed to withdraw its opposi- 
tion. They have done more: they have 
agreed to co-operate with the London 
County Council in carrying out, I will not 
say the imposition, but, at any rate, the 


promoters of the Bill in another place— 
namely, that the tramway shall not be 
constructed across Blackfriars Bridge 
until that bridge has either been widened 
or a new bridge constructed. I venture 
to think that that puts a very different 
aspect on the case as presented to your 
Lordships this year. 


Lord Chelmsford drew your Lordships’ 
attention to the fact that twenty-one of 
the Metropolitan borough councils are 
supporting the Bull, and that no local 
authority, up te the present at any rate, 
is opposing the Bill in your Lordships’ 
House. Thai isa novel feature, and one 
which I think ought to weigh with your 
Lordships. There is another important 
consideration. In 1903, the Second 
Reading of this Bill was not met by a 
direct negative as on the present occasion, 
but with an instruction to the Committee 
to which the Bill was to be referred that 
they should omit certain tramways from 
their consideration. The noble Viscount 
now proposes, however, that the Bill 
should be read this day three months. 
There are other tramway schemes in this 
Bill. ‘There is one for the deviation of an 
authorised line in the south of London ; 
another for the construction of a tram- 
way to complete an existing line and 
to bring passengers up to the door of the 
Crystal Palace; and others, including 
one to work electrically a tramway which 
is now horse-drawn. If your Lordships 
throw this Bill out on Second Reading on 
account of your objection to the tram- 
way coming over Westminster and Black- 
friars Bridges, you will at the same time 
be destroying the prospects of those other 
proposals which have nothing whatever 
to do with the question in dispute. 


The noble Viscount said that another 
Bill had been presented to this House 
which was not allowed to proceed on the 
ground that it was incomplete. 
the noble Viscount has 
formed on that point. 


The Earl of Onslow, 


I think 
been misin- 
It was a tube rail- 


the Report of the Royal Commission on 
Traffic it was deemed inexpedient to 
allow any tube railways to be promoted, 
The noble Lord is right in saying that 
it will be necessary, if this Bill passes, 
to introduce another Bill into Parliament 


ait 1 in order to enable the corporation of the 
condition, which was placed upon the- 


City to widen Blackfriars Bridge; but 
I do not think that is any reason why 
vour Lordships should depart from 
the well-established practice of this 
House. When a Bill is presented con- 
taining a number of provisions dealing 
with tramways in different parts of the 
Metropolis, it is not wise, simply because 
to a certain portion of it objection is 
entertained in certain quarters, that 
the whole Bill should be thrown out. 
I hope your Lordships will consent to 
send the Bill in the usual way to a 
Select Committee, where it may be 
thoroughly thrashed out. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
of Hatsspury): My Lords, my noble 
friend the Chairman of Committees 
has been led to form a false impression 
as to the nature of the recommendation 
of the Commissioners, It is a mistake to 
sav that the Commissioners are in 
favour of this scheme. Thev say no 
such thing. What they say is that 
they have gone with great care and 
minuteness into the matter, and they 
point out that the system of tramways 
might be so arranged as to be of great 
public advantage. They draw attention 
to the necessity of communication across 
the bridges, but only as a part of a 
general scheme ; and it is quite a mistake 
to guote the Commission as in favour 
of this particular scheme. 


I confess I still entertain the view 
which I held when it was my painful 
duty to resist a similar Motion to that 
now before the House, when moved by 
the late Chairman of Committees, Lord 
Morley. It seems to me that a sufficient 
case has not been made out for the Bill, 
and that it is proposed to create a 
very dangerous precedent. The London 
County Council in its own way has done 
a very good work, and I have never 
said anything adverse to that body ; 
but it is a very different thing to ask 
that they should be granted these 
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enormous powers and the enormous 
establishment that a scheme of this 
sort is intended to give them. 
Royal Commissioners point out in their 
Report that within the County of London 
nearly the whole of the tramways are 
owned, and in. great part worked, by 
the County Council, and that such 
tramways as do not belong to them 
already will be acquired within a few 
years. 


I ask your Lordships to consider what 
this means. If this scheme, which is 
admittedly only part of a greater scheme, 
were carried forward, the London County 
Council would be invested with enormous 
power and influence in connection with 
the proprietary interest which it would 
possess in an enormous area. I should 
regard such a situation with very con- 
siderable apprehension. I do not apply 
these remarks to the London County 
Council alone; I believe them to be 
applicable to any municipality placed 
in a similar position. It is undesirable 
to assist in putting any authority in that 
position. 


Bill should be allowed to go to aCom- | 


mittee to have its merits inquired into, 
I think that is arguing on a false analogy. 
Often a scheme is put forward, and it is 
undesirable to reject it at once because 
its merits are not known, and until it 
gets before a Committee no one knows 
exactly what the scheme is. But we 
are here discussing a matter 
everyone of us understands thoroughly. 
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The | 


As to the contention that this | 


which | 
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| we are not to exercise our judgment on 
the matter. We know what the question 
is, and no points of detail can be brought 
before the Committee which would alter 
our views on the main proposal. I 
shall, therefore, support the rejection 
of the measure, and I hope your Lordships 
will adopt the Amendment by such a 
majority as will prevent the recurrence 
of these attempts on the part of the 
London County Council. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I desire to 
call attention to one or two points arising 
out of the speech of the noble and learned 
Earl on the Woolsack. I certainly think 
that the objection which the noble and 
learned Earl took to the great powers 
given to the London County Council in 
the matter of tramways comes rather 
late in the day. They already have the 
powers. The proposal in this Bill, more 
particularly that of bringing tramways 
across the bridges and along the Em- 
'bankment, will add very little to those 
powers. They already have the control 
of the tramways south of the river, and 
| they will shortly, when the leases fall in, 





i have control of the tramways on the 
north of the river; and to say that 


giving them power to link up these two 
great systems by bringing trams over 
the bridges and along the Embankment 
would be a very serious matter is, I think, 
somewhat of an exaggeration. It is a 
statement which is not justified by the 
| absolute facts of the case. 


Iam sure all who live in London, or | 


whose business compels them to spend 


a considerable portion of the vear in| 


London, can have no doubt as to the 
great inconvenience attending the con- 
gestion of traffic. The London cabmen 
and others conduct that traffic with 
very great skill and temper, but when 


you are dealing with a tramway you | 


cannot accommodate it to the traffic. 
It is run on fixed lines and interferes 
with the free movement of the remaining 
traffic. Over and over again you see 
the sort of difficulty there is in getting 
by when a block occurs among trams, 
and it would be a very serious matter 
indeed to add to the present difficulties 
by giving permission to such a proposal 
as this. I have thought it right to 
make this protest against the notion that 


The noble and learned Earl also 
passed entirely in silence the very great 
argument brought forward by the noble 
Earl the Chairman of Committees, who 
pointed out that the Amendment moved 
by the noble Viscount not only involved 
the loss of the proposed tramway across 
the bridges and along the Embankment, 
but involved also the loss of four or five 
other great tramway schemes which are 
of the utmost importance to London. 
[ am sure that vour Lordships’ House 
does not wish that these other schemes 
should also be consigned to limbo. 
Then the noble Earl said this was a 
scheme of which we could all judge. 
Well, on certain broad lines I suppose 
we can all judge; and the two opposing 
lines of argument on which we have to 





1015 


London County Council 


judge are these. First, is it to the ad- 
vantage of London that the tramway | 
system should be extended, that it should | 
be linked up and made as useful as | 
possible? What are the objects of the | 
bridges of London, and what are the | 
objects of the Embankment? They | 
are, I think, primarily for the good of 
London, and for the use of the people of | 
London, and I contend that the proposals | 
in this Bill increase the utility of the | 
bridges and of the Embankment. Then 
there is what I suppose is the main 
ground on which these proposals are 
resisted—the esthetic ground. It is 
thought that this tramway would destroy 
the view along the Embankmert and 
the beauty of the bridges. I do not for | 
a moment deny that a bridge without 
a tramway and an embankment without 
a tramway is a much more esthetic 
thing than a bridge or an embankment 
with a tramway; but at the same time 
there is some measure of proportion to be 
considered between the amount of harm 
that is done to the beauty of a thorough- 
fare and the amount of advantage given 
to the people generally; and for my 
part I consider that the advantage pro- 
posed to be given to London by the pro- 
posals in this Bill far outweigh any 
damage that may be done to the beauty 
of London. We never see a block of 
traffic on the Embankment, and if there 
is one road in London more suited than 
another for a tramway it is the Em- 
bankment. I therefore trast that your 
Lordships will give the Bill a Second 
Reading. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I agree with my noble friend 
Viscount Ridley in opposing this tram- 
way over the bridges and along the 
Embankment; but I think there are 
many noble Lords who share the views 
of the noble Earl the Chairman of Com- 
mittees, that it would be a pity to sacri- 
fice lines in respect te which there is 
no objection. I would therefore ask 
my noble friend Lerd Ridley whether 
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he sees any objection to altering his 
Amendment and moving an instruction 
to the Committee not to consider that 
proposal in the Bill which refers to this 
particular tramway. 


Viscount RIDLEY : I should be very 
glad to withdraw the Motion for the 
rejection of the Bill, as I have no desire 
to impede the other tramways. With 
your Lordships’ permission, theretore, 
I will substitute an Amendment that 
it be an instruction to the Committee not 
to consider —— 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Surely we 
cannot deal with an instruction to the 
Committee until the Bill has been read 
a second time and notice of the proposed 
instruction given. 


Viscount RIDLEY : I should like to 
appeal to the noble and learned Ear! on 
the Woolsack whether I can substitute 
an instruction to the Committee for my 
Motion to reject the Bill. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: , The 
Motion before the House is that the Bill 
be now read a second time, and, until the 
Billis read a second time, it will be im- 
possible to give an instruction to the 
Committee, because the Bill cannot go 
to a Committee until it hes been given a 
Second Reading. 

Viscount RIDLEY: In that case 
I personally would wish to offer no objec- 
tion to the Second Reading of the Bill, 
but to move an instruction to the Com- 
mittee after the Second Reading has 
been agreed to. 1 understand that this 
will be in order. [Cries of dissent.| It 
that is not accepted, then I am afraid | 
must press my Motion. 


On Question, “That the word ‘now’ 
stand part of the Motion,” their Lord- 
ships divided : — Contents, Not- 
Contents, 64. 
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Northumberland, D. 
Portland, D. 
Rutland, D. 


Bath, M. 


(Clarendon, E. (L. Chamberlain. ) 
Dartrey, E. 

Denbigh, E. 

Doneaster, E. (D. Buccleuc/: 
and (Jueensberry.) 

Egerton, E. 

Eldon, E. 

Feversham, E. 

Hardwicke, E. 

Ilchester, E. 

Mayo, E. 

Morton, FE. 

Mount Edgeumbe, E. 

Scarbrough, E. 


Allerton, L. 
Alverstone, 
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Calthorpe, L. 
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L. 





Moved. * That the words ‘ this day three 
months’ be there added.” —(The Lord 
Chancellor.) 





On Question, Motion agreed to. 


) 
) 


ill to be read 2" this day three months. 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill. 
Reported, without Amendment. 


North British Railway (General Powers) 
Bill. Reported specially, with Amend- 
metits, 


Caledonian Railway Bill; Liverpool 
Vorporation Bill; South  Barracas 
(Buenos Ayres) Gas and Coke Company 
Bill [H.u.J. Reported, with Amend- 
ments. 


Midland Railway Bill. Read 3°, with 
the Amendments, and passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 


Thames Conservancy Bill. Brought 
Irom the Commons ; read 1" ; and referred 
to the Examiners. 


[Teller] 


Belhaven and Stenton, L. 


(EZ. 


Ellenborough, L. 

Hatherton, L. 

Hawkesbury, L. 

Hay, L. (£. Kinnoul.) 

Heneage,. L. 

Hindlip, L. 

James, L. 

Kilmarnock, L. (2. Errol.) 

Kintore, L. (2. Kintore.). 

Lawrence, L. 

Manners of Haddon, L. 
(VW. Granby.) 

Muskerry, L. 

Newton, L. 

Oranmore and Browne, L. 

Robertson, L. 

Rosmead, L. 

Saltoun, L. 

Sinclair, L. 

Stanmore, L. 

Torphichen, L. 

Wemyss, L. (2. 

Windsor, L. 


(2. Donough- 


(EB. Southesk.) 


Carysfort.) Wemyss.) 





Pier and Harbour Provisional Order 
(No. 3) Bill. Moved, That the order 
made on the lbth day of March last, 
** That no Provisional Order Confirmation 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after the 
27th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 
2"; agreed to. Bill read 2" accordingly, 
and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 


Bill [w.u.]. House in Committee (ac- 
cording to order). The Amendments 


proposed by the Select Committee made. 
Standing Committee negatived. The 
Report of Amendments to be received 
on Thursday next. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 16) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 17) Bill. House 
in Committee (according to order), » Bills 
reported without Amendment. Standing 
Committee negatived; and Bills to be 


read 3° on Thursday next. 





MARKS (REGISTRATION OF PATENT 

AGENTS) BILL [u.1.}. 

Petition that the Bill may be referred 
to a Select Committee; of Patent 
Agents signing ; 
lie on the Table. 


LICENSED HOUSES. 

Petition for the early closing of; of 
Reading and District Temperance Coun- 
cil; Stockport Lodge, No. 300, of the 
Independent Order of Good Templars. 
Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 3440. 
No. 3441. 


France (Cherbourg). 
Russia (Moscow). 


MISCELLANEOUS SERIES. 
No. 634. Belgium (the diamond indus- 
try of Antwerp). 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887. 
Return of the number of eviction 


notices filed during the quarter ended 
30th June, 1905. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


COMPANIES (WINDING-UP). 
Fourteenth General Annual Report, 
by the Board of Trade, under Section 29 
of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 
1890. 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL, 

Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without further Amendment. 
The Report of the Amendment made in 
Committee of the Whole House to be 
received on Thursday next. 


SHIPOWNERS’ NEGLIGENCE 
(REMEDIES) BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee without further Amendment. 


The Report of the Amendment made in 
Committee of the Whole House to be 
received on Thursday next. 
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order). 


Laid before the House (pursuant | 
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COAL MINES (WEIGHING OF 
MINERALS) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. . 


read, and ordered to | 


MACEDONIA. 

Lorp NEWTON rose “To ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he was prepared to make a 
further statement with regard to Mace- 
donia ; and whether any further Papers 
wou!d be presented to Parliament.’ The 
noble Lord said : My Lords, in recurring 
to this subject, which has been so fre- 
quently debated in this House, I should 
like to explain that I do so for several 
reasons. In the first place, there is 
considerable difficulty in obtaining time 
for a discussion upon this question in 
thé House of Commons; in the second 
place, we are approaching in this House 
the period of the session when the annual 
congestion of business takes place, and it 
is impossible to devote much time to any 
subject, however important: and, in 
the third place, it appears to me that an 
opportune moment has arrived when the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs might well make 
a statement on the subject. 


*4The recent discussions upon this matter 
have taken the form of assertions by 
various speakers, myself included, that 
no actual improvement has taken place 
in the condition of that part of the world 
known as Macedonia since the intro- 
duction of the Miirzsteg programme; 
and the reply of the noble Marquess has 
been to the effect that a slow but gradual 
improvement is in progress, and that, in 
fact, things are better than they would 
appear. As to my own view, I have never 
concealed the opinion that the slow 
progress which has attended the work 
of reform is largely due to the highly 
inefficient action of the two Powers— 
—Austro-Hungary and Russia—to whom 
this scheme of reform has been entrusted : 
and, although I have been censured by 
the noble Marquess for expressing these 
views, I am still quite unrepentant, and see 
no reason to retract from the opinion I 
_have already expressed. 
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I will not say anything about the 
position of Austria; but, when you come 
to think of it seriously, what can be 
more grotesque, what can be more absurd, 
than that at the present moment Russia 
should be entrusted by Europe with a 
kind of mandate for delivering the 
oppressed and of instituting improvement 
and more advanced methods of admin- 
istration in any part of the world? This 
procedure really can only be character- 
ised as one of those solemn and elaborate 
farces which diplomacy sometimes finds 
it necessary to countenance. On the 
last occasion that I spoke on the subject 
in your Lordships’ House I pointed out 
that there was no essential change in 
the conditions prevailing in that country. 
I contended that life and property were 
just as unsafe and that the future was just 
as menacing ; that the fury of the racial 
struggle was unabated, and that the 
massacres, assassinations, and atrocities 
committed by the rival Christian races 
upon each other were as frequent as ever. 

And with reference to events, 
which are generally deseribed vaguely 
as atrocities, [ may mention that I con- 
stantly recelve communications, alter- 
nately from Bulgarians and Greeks, fur- 
ishing me with long lists of persons who 
have assassinated or otherwise 
maltreated. This is corroborated by 
impartial testimony from other sources, 
and, allowing for a reasonable amount 
of exaggeration, I think the main facts 
caunot well be disputed; and it is not 
winaturally regarded as a scandal that 
such a state of things should be permitted 
by the Turkish Government. Possibly 
it is a scandal; but, on the whole, it is 
not so surprising as many people appear 
to imagine, because the authority of the 
Turkish Government has been so weak- 
ened in Macedonia, as in other parts of 
the Turkish Empire, that really one of 
the few methods that remain to them of 
maintaining their rule is by keeping up 
the divisions which exist between the 
Christian races, 


those 


been 


I have additional testimony as to the | 


correctness of the views I have expressed 
With regard to the condition of Mace- 
donia in a letter which I have recently 
received from a gentleman with whom 
I am acquainted, who has made an 


extended tour throughout the country, | 
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who is a perfectly impartial critic, speak- 
ing the language of the various races 
and who is intimately acquainted with 
the Balkan Peninsula. This gentleman 
wrote only a month ago— 

“There is as yet no marked or substantial 
improvement in the condition of the popula- 
tion resulting from the application of the 
Miirzsteg programme. Such advantages as 
have been gained are mainly of a negative 
character. ‘There are now, for instance, fewer 
complaints with regard to the conduct of the 
Gendarmerie, and this doubtless betokens a 
certain alteration of the sufferings of the 
peasantry. The foreign officers stationed in 
the various districts are powerless to prevent 
the excesses and barbarities which frequently 
occur, but the moral effeet of their presence is 
nevertheless considerable, and the recent 
increase in the number of these impartial and 
vigilant observers cannot fail to be productive 
of good. The Gendarmerie, however, cannot 
work satisfactorily until the judiciary of which 
it is the organ is thoroughly overhauled and 
subjected to European supervision. But 
judicial reform must wait until financial 
reorganisation is effected, and the financial 
scheme adopted by the Powers has not yet 
received the assent of the Sultan. There is 
consequently little positive progress to record.” 

When Iand other speakers pointed out 
these facts at the end of last March, the 
noble Marquess, doubtless from a lova! 

Marquess, ss om a 1oval 
desire to dothe best he could for his foreign 
colleagues, replied that there had been 
a gradual improvement in the situation, 
and he specified as instances of improve- 
ment that there had been a considerable 
amount of repatriation. He also stated 
that hopeful experiments were in pro- 
gress with regard to the commutation of 
tithe ; and lastly, he pointed out that 
the foreign Gendarmerie was a success. 


[ admit cheertully that the experiment 
of the foreign Gendarmerie is a success, 
although I think it is fair to add that it 
is only a somewhat partial success. Now, 
what is the reason why this one portion 
of the reforms—namely, that relating to 
the Gendarmerie—is a success? To my 
mind the reason is perfectly obvious. 
It is because it is international and is 
not under the exclusive influence of the 
agents of Austria-Hungary and Russia ; 
and, with regard to the question of the 
Gendarmerie, it is extremely gratifying to 
us as a nation to observe the confidence 
which is displaved towards British officers 
by all sections of the population ; and it is 
one of the most pleasant features in a 
thoroughly unsatisiactory state of things 
that all the more intelligent people in the 
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Near East, whether they be Christians | 


or Mussulmans, recognise that we only 
wish to do what is right, that we have no 


desire to annex territory, and, in short, | 


that our motives are above suspicion. I 
may add, without wishing to boast, that 
the sentiments with which our representa- 
tives are regarded are very different from 
those with which representatives of other 
Powers are regarded, who, I regret to 
say, are frequently looked upon as the 
pioneers of an annexationist policy. 
But, to return to the question of the 
Gendarmerie, I must point out that it is 
really unreasonable to expect too much 
from this force. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): Hear, hear! 


Lorp NEWTON : I am glad to heat 
that the noble Marquess agrees with me. 
The Gendarmerie is a police force intended 
to deal with the country when it is in a 
state of peace. Nobody, however opti- 
mistic he might be by nature, could suc- 
cessfully contend that what is known as 
Macedonia is at this moment in a state 
of peace. It is much more correct to say 
that it is in a state, if not of actual war- 
fare, at all events in a state approaching 
actual warfare ; and it is perfectly plain 
that a few thousand Gendarmerie, how- 
ever well trained, well led, and well organ- 
ised they may be, are quite unable to deal 
with the immense difficulties of the present 
situation. I will admit that they have 
done as much as could well be expected 
of them ; but I gather, from information 
which I have obtained from persons who 
have been out there recently, that their 
task would be considerably facilitated 
if they could be made really independent 
of the civil authority, and if, in particular, 
they could be allowed to have control of 
the police in the towns and villages where 
police exist; because, as evervbody 
who has any acquaintance with Turkey 
knows, the police are the greatest obstacles 
in many instances to the satisfactory 
government of the country. 


What is the moral of what I have, 


recited ¢ To my mind it is this, that 
whereas Austria-Hungary and Russia, 
‘epresented by the civil agents, have 
failed nearly completely in their task, 


Lord Newton. 


international control, as distinct from 
Austria-Hungary and Russian control, 
has at all events been to a great extent 
successful. From this it seems to me to 
follow naturally that the services of these 
civil agents should be dispensed with on 
an early opportunity which, as I shall 
point out, will shortly occur, and that a 
genuine European control should be 
substituted for that which now is actually 
in existence. I must plead guilty to 
having used somewhat hard words my- 
self with reference to these civil agents, 
but on mature consideration I am inclined 
to think they are more deserving of pity 
than censure, because anyone ‘who has 
carefully studied their functions will, | 
think, realise that they do not possess 
anv real power; they are not responsible, 
so far as I can see, to anyone in particular. 
Thev are directed to draw the attention 
of Hilmi Pashi to anything which may 
occur to them, but they have no power 
of enforcing their opinions; and the result 
is that the role which they play is not 
much more important than that of an 
official or semi-official spectator. 


I desire to point out to the House that 
the noble Marquess, who, to do him jus. 
tice, has shown much more interest in 
these questions than any other Foreign 
Minister, has a good opportunity before 
him. The mandate of these civil agents 
expires shortly .Article 1 of the Miirzsteg 
Programme says— 

“ Leur mandat expirera dans le delai de deut 
ans « partir de leur nomination.” 

That is to say, in a few weeks, or ina 
month or so, their mandate comes to an 
end, There cannot possibly be any 
wriggling out of this stipulation, It is 
perfectly clear that under the scheme the 
mandate of the two agents comes to an 
end in a short time; and _ although 
Austria-Hungary and Russia have ap- 
parently shown a disposition to cling to 
their exceptional position and _ have 
actually put forward a financial re: 
organisation scheme of their own, which 
was apparently to be carried out largely 
at our expense, I am happy to observe 
that the noble Marquess has intimated 
that the question has now reached a stage 
where all the Powers have a right to make 
themselves heard. And, really, in view 


of the present situation of Austria-Hun- 


gary and Russia, it would be an act of 
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kindness to relieve them from this kind | 


of responsibility and give them time to 
attend to their own domestic affairs. 


What I venture, therefore, to suggest 
to the noble Marquess is that these civil 
agents, who are the symbol, so to speak, 
of Austria-Hungarian and Russian pre- 
dominance, should disappear, that their 
functions should be taken over by re- 
presentatives of the Powers under the 
general financial reorganisation scheme 
to which all the Powers have agreed, 
but to which the assent of the Sultan has 
not yet jbeen obtained. As the noble 
Marquess and others have pointed out, 
financial reorganisation is the basis of 
improved administration. It is, in fact, 
the first condition of success, and it is 
at the root of all judicial and civil reform. 
What I?am disposed to believe myself 
is that if a really genuine international 
control, in which each Power is equally 
represented, can be established, and if 
the representatives of the various nations 
are not merely financial experts but men 
who really understand the country with 
which they have to deal, then a con- 
siderable step will have been taken to 
avoid a conflict which I personally fear 
is almost inevitable in the future. 


What we have got in Macedonia at 
present is an unsatisfactory compromise. 
The Turks are not allowed to govern the 
country according to their own ideas, 
and we have nominally European control, 
which in reality does not exist; and 
things have now gone so far that it is 
perfectly plain that they are quite in- 
capable, of their own accord, of re- 
establishing a proper state of things. 
If they were sensible—which most un- 
fortunately they are not—they would 
agree to a genuine international control 
as the best means of preserving these 
provinces. Otherwise I think it is per- 
fectly plain that they stand a very great 
risk of losing them altogether. Therefore. 
I hope to hear from the noble Marquess 
that any further development which is 
contemplated in the direction of reforms 
will bear a strictly international char- 
ter; that, if possible, the Adrianople 
vilayet will be included in the new 
scheme ; and I sincerely hope it will be 
effective, not only in the interests of the 
subject races but in the interests of the 
Turks. 


{18 Juny 1905} 
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Our interests in the Near East, whatever 
some people may think, are not solely 
humanitarian. I think I may safely say 
that it is not to the interests of this 
country, nor to the interests of France or 
Italy, that one of the great military 
Empires should find any pretext for 
eventually establishing itself on the 
shores of the -Egean. The interest of 
this country is that the Turkish Empire 
in Europe should continue, provided the 
rule can be made tolerable to its sub- 
jects ; but the present state of Macedonia 
seems to me to justify the fears I have 
frequently expressed, and I cannot find 
any better excuse for my action this even- 
ing than in the words which were used by 
the noble Marquess on the last occasion, 
when he said that while the condition of 
the Balkan Peninsula remains what it is 
that state of things constitutes a stand- 
ing menace to the peace of Europe. 


THe Eart or CREWE: My Lords, 
I think the House has reason to be grate- 
ful to my noble friend opposite for having 
brought forward this question which 
he so thoroughly understands, and I am 
quite sure that the noble Marquess 
himself will make no complaint of its 
having been raised once more. I am 
disposed to agree with what fell from 
Lord Newton that there is not much 
to be gained by merely abusing the 
Turkish Government. Things _ being 
as they are, and the Turkish Govern- 
ment being what it is, it is impossible 
to expect any very close or useful co- 
operation from that Government in 
carrying out reforms in Macedonia. 
Hqually, I think there is no advantage 
in deriding the two Governments—the 
Governments of Russia and Austria- 
Hungarvy—who have undertaken the 
very difficult and thankless task of acting 
for Europe in this matter; but it is 
permissible to point out that, so far as 
can be gathered from the Papers on the 
subject, this dual attempt has been, on 
the whole, a failure. 


The noble Lord said that to some 
extent the Gendarmerie had been a 
success. [ am not prepared to dispute 
that. I have no doubt that, as time 
has gone on, they have become some- 
what more efficient, thanks to the 
measures described by the noble Marquess 
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in the last debate; but they are a very 
small body, considering the extent of 
ground that has to be covered; and I 
think it would be reasonable to say that 
all that they have practically been able 
to do is to prevent by their presence 
outrages which might otherwise have 
taken place. But I find outrages have 
occurred. In one case at Kuklitch, re- 
ferred to in a previous debate by the 
noble Marquess, some forty persons were 
murdered, and there were tenor twelve 
cases of outrage, children being included, 
and more than half the village was burnt 
with petroleum. I understand that our 
Ambassador at Constantinople has pro- 
tested against that outrage and demanded 
that its perpetrators should receive 
punishment. I now beg to ask the noble 
Marquess whether any steps have been 
taken in the matter and whether any- 
body has been brought to justice ; and, 
if not, whether he is prepared to take 
any action. Since the last debate there 
has been another outrage in which many 
persons were killed and a village des- 
troyed. Perhaps the noble Marquess 
will tell us whether anvone has been 
brought to justice in connection with 
that matter. 


I do not wish to go over the ground 
covered by the noble Lord, and I will 
therefore merely ask the noble Marquess 
one or two Questions relating to the 
financial aspect of the situation. The 
financial scheme has been accepted, | 
think I am right in saying, by all the 
Powers ; but it is the fact, as I under- 
stand, that the Sultan has not vet acceded 
to it. I should like the noble Marquess 
to tell us whether anv provision has been 
made in the event of the Sultan not 
aeceding to the desire of the Powers for 
this financial scheme. We know that 
Turkish methods are of a dilatory char- 
acter, and it may be the case that the 
Sultan will not point blank refuse to 
agree to the scheme; but, in the event 
of the matter being put off from day to 
day, week to week, and month to month, 
perhaps the noble Marquess can tell us 
whether any provision has been made 
for applying to the Turkish Government 
that modified form of coercion which 
has been efficacious in similar cases. 


Time is running short, and the dual 
arrangement will automatically come , 


The Earl of Crewe. 


{LORDS} 
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to an end in the month of October, [ 
do not know whether it would be pressing 
the noble Marquess too much to ask if 
any provision has been made for a modi- 
fication of that arrangement. I find 
myself in general agreement with the 
noble Lord that it would be a disastrous 
thing, both for Macedonia and to some 
extent for Europe as a whole, if that dual 
system were allowed to continue ; and 
I hope the noble Marquess, as this is the 
last occasion probably on which we shal] 
have a chance of asking for information 
before October, may be able to tell us 
whether the Powers have arrived at any 
conclusion as to the modification of that 
arrangement, and what the views of 
His Majesty’s Government may be on 
this very crucial point of the whole 
matter. 


*THe LORD BISHOP or OXFORD: 
My Lords, I remember many years ago 
chat unreasonable leniency was shown at 
school to a first fault, and I believe that 
a like leniency is shown to what well may 
be called a first fault, a premonitory 
symptom of a dangerous tendency—a 
first speech in your Lordships’ House; 
and I would avail myself of that leniency 
to speak briefly of the reasons which 
make me anxious to associate myself with 
the appeal made by the noble Lord who 
has brought this subject before us. I 
always feel that there is a very serious 
responsibility iesting on all who bring 
pressure in any way to bear on those who 
hold the helm in matters of public interest 
unless they are themselves well informed 
in the things of which they speak: and 
yet there are certain broad facts before 
us which do, I think, warrant us all in 
bearing our part and saying what we 
fee! about this matter. 


Let me speak brietly of the two facts 
which seem to me perfectly clear. The 
first is that we have before us in Mace- 
donia a state of things crying, with a 
great and bitter ery, for reform. We 
have been told, and we are very glad 
indeed to be told, that there has been 
some advance ; but no one can look at the 
indisputable reports which come to us 
without feeling that the state of things 
in Macedonia is not only, as has been said, 
a menace to the peace of Europe, but 
that it also will have a tendency to 
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familiarise us all with the spectacle of 
misrule and cruelty : and to be so familia- 


rised is bad for every civilised country. | 
So it is not merely in the interests of 


humanity and of justice, but for the sake 


of keeping up the right standard of | 
sensitiveness to wrong-doing that we) 


may, I think, bear our part in pressing 
for courageous methods of reform. That 
is one fact before us. 


The other, I am afraid, is not less clear* 
It is that the position is one of extra- 
ordinary and complicated difficulty. 
The Powers to which we have turned 
for help are themselves embarrassed 
by their own difficulties; the people 
whom we would help are themselves 
divided—bitterly divided—by racial and 
ecclesiastical differences; so that those 
who should help, and those whom we 
would succour, alike present us with 
difficulties of a most serious kind. Now, 
what are we to do when we feel that the 
obligation to press for reform rests upon 
us and that the difficulty besetting the 


task of reform is incalculably great ¢ 
The diffi- | 
culties of relieving poverty are familiar | 
We have learnt the harm of | 


May I point to an analogy ? 


to us all. 
indiscriminate charity. We know that 
it may often do as much harm as good. I 
think that indiscriminate agitation is 
like indiscriminate charity. But I also 
think in both cases that total abstinence 
is not the right course. We cannot 
abstain from charity. We cannot ab- 
stain from bringing what pressure we 
rightly may bring to bear for the solu- 
tion of this question. 


We can—and this should be, I think, 
our main object—assure those who have 
the administration of affairs that in 
whatever venture they may make for the 
cause of justice and good government 
they will have a solid body of national 
feeling behind them, that they can rely 
on forces supporting them, that they may 
know that there is a large body of people | 
in England who do greatly care about | 
this terrible scene of misrule—a large | 
body of people who are willing, whenever | 
the opportunity is given them, to throw 
all the weight they can into the support | 
of whatever pressure may be brought | 
to bear to bring about a cessation of | 
this disorder and misrule. A general, I | 
suppose, feels strong if he knows | 


_ VOL. CXLIX. [FourtH SERIES. ] 


{'8 Jury 1905} 
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ade- 
quate; he feels more confident. still 
if he knows that the force behind him is 
determined and resolute; perhaps he 
may act more boldly still if he knows 
that that force is restless to do something. 
We should like to assure those who ad- 
minister affairs that they have behind 
them a body of public feeling not only 
strong and resolute but restless until 


/ something may be done. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, my noble friend who spoke first 
referred to the recurrent debates on 
this subject and recapitulated the case 
as stated by him on various occasions, 
and as stated in reply by myself. I do 
not think that my noble friend and I 
differ as to the objects which it should 
be our endeavour to accomplish, and 
after listening to his speech I am tempted 
to add that I do not think we differ 
very much as to the means which should 
be pursued in endeavouring to arrive 
at those objects. I am always struck 
in these debates with the advantage 
which, if I may so put it, lies with the 
prosecution. It is so easy to wax 
indignant over the sufferings of these 
poor people. It is so simple to 
complain of the slow progress which 
has been achieved and, apart from 
the skill with which my _ noble 
friend always handles matters which 
he brings forward in this House, he has 
a not very difficult task when he comes 
here to tell us that the international 
machine is moving very slowly, that 
it often sticks in a rut, and when he, 
so to speak, cracks his whip at us in the 


| hope of making us move rather faster. 


My noble friend perhaps under- 
rates both the difficulty of the task 
with which the Powers are confronted 
and the measure of success which they 
have accomplished. As to the difficulty 


of the task, let me express the pleasure 


with which I listened to what was said 
on that point by the right rev. Prelate. 
May I be permitted to add that, if the 
speech which he has delivered to us 
to-night can be described, as he described 
it, as a first fault, we desire that he should 
become an habitual criminal? Well, 
my Lords, the position of the country 
we are discussing this afternoon remains, 


2Q 
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I am afraid, very far from satisfactory. 
Of late the complication has been added 
to by the appearance of a number of 
Greek bands, with whom, at first, the 
Turkish troops seemed to be quite 
unable to cope, although of late they have 
shown more activity, and have achieved 
a greater measure of success. But, 
if I am to tell your Lordships anything 
of the general condition of the country, 
I prefer to rely upon the evidence of 
one whose testimony I should certainly 
set against that of the unnamed informant 
to whom my noble friend referred, 
although a great deal of what was said 
by that unnamed informant — shows 
much knowledge of the facts, and a very 
sound appreciation of them. 


Sir Nicholas O°’Conor a few days 
ago reported to us that, owing to the 
reforms, even so far as they have gone, 
there is a distinct improvement in the 
general situation, although the presence 
of Greek and Bulgarian bands continues 
to disturb the country. In another 
despatch he tells us that His Majesty’s 
Consul-General at Salonika ascertained 
from the Vali of that district that, with 
the exception of one band, the Bulgarian 
komitajas had been quiescent Tor some 
time in the Salonika province. The 
Vali also stated that there was a marked 
decrease in the number and activity 
of the Greek bands in his vilayet, and 
he trusted that the movement was 
coming to an end; although he said 
that there was a great deal of bad blood 
between the Greeks and the Bulgarians 
and that there had been several murders 
within the last few days. His Majesty’s 
Vice-Consul at Uskub reported on July 
4th that the comparative improvement 
in the situation continued during the 
month of June. The Bulgarians con- 
tinued to keep quiet, and no news of 
any encounters between troops and 
3ulgarian bands had been received 
since the end of the month of May. 
There were Servian bands showing 
activity in the Uskub district, but they 
were being rapidly split up. 


The noble Earl opposite questioned 
me as to the action which had been 
taken in consequence of the excesses 
committed by the Turkish troops on, 
I think, two occasions. One was the 
deplorable massacre at a place called 


The Merquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
| Kukliteh, 
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As to that, Iam able to tell 
him that a military commission was 
appointed to inquire into the conduct 
of the troops, and that those concerned 
in those outrages have actually re- 
ceived punishment of various degrees 
of severity. The inquiry as to the out- 
rages at the other place he mentioned is, 
I believe, still in progress. 

My noble friend, Lord Newton, has 
spoken to us to-night again of the 
failure of the Miirzsteg scheme; and 
I am not here to assert that the 
numerous proposals embodied in 
that scheme have been carried out 
with any general degree of success, 
But I think it may be said of many of 
them that nobody could have seriously 
expected that such proposals could have 
been carried out to the full within the 
space of less than two years. 

One of those proposals was that there 
should be a new grouping of nationalities 
and a sort of rearrangement of popula- 
tion, The sorting and shutHing of human 
beings in a country in the state that 
Macedonia is in is a task from which 
the most courageous reformers might 
well shrink. We have had, even in these 
islands, Some experience of the difficulty 
of moving a population from one part 
of the country to another, and we know 
that such operations are not very easily 
conducted. But, my Lords, on other 
points I think we may fairly say that 
something has been achieved. The work 
of repatriation has gone on and is still 
in progress. I have seen a complaint 
that the promise made in the Muirzsteg 
scheme that the inhabitants of some ot 
the villages which have been burnt should 
be exempted from taxation for a year 
has not been kept. I have made some 
inquiry into that; and we have heard 
from our Consul at Monastir that as a 
matter of fact these people were exempted 
from taxation for a year, although, owing 
to the deficiency of funds in the hands 
of the local Governments, it is quite 
possible that the full measure of reliei 
may not always have reached _ the 
persons for whom it was intended. 


There is another point to which I 
have always attached great importance. 
I mean the question of the reform of the 
tithe system. I do not believe there is 
any reform the execution of which will 
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have greater practical effect on the well- 
being of the population than the com- 
mutation of the tithes. The experiment 
was tried in a certain number of villages 
and proved to be completely successful ; 
and [ am assured that it is intended to 
carry out the same reform in the whole 
of the three vilayets, and that in the case 
of seven cantons it will be put into opera- 
tion at once. Then another point as to 
which criticism has been offered is the 
employment of Bashi-Bizouks by the 
Turks in connection with their Regular 
troops. As to that I am able to say 
that our remonstrances have not been 
without effect, that a proclamation was 
issued by the Turkish Government con- 
demning any Bashi-Bazouks who might 
be found with arms in their hands to 
be shot, and that that proclamation has 
apparently had a very useful deterrent 
effect. Sir Nicholas O’Conor, at any 
rate, reports to us that of late the cases 
in which Bashi-Bazouks were employed 
have been exceedingly rare. 


My noble friend Lord Newton spoke 
of the reorganisation of the Gendarmerie ; 
and I was very glad to notice that he 
attached importance to what is being 
done, and particularly to the manner in 
which the reorganised Gendarmerie in 
the district for which we are responsible 
has done its work. I think that is the 
more creditable, because in this case, 
although we speak of the reorganisation 
of the Gendarmerie, what was done was 
really the substitution of a brand-new 
force for the old, ill-paid, ill-fed, ill-armed, 
and ill-disciplined body which went by 
the name of the Macedonian Gendarmerie. 
It is perfectly true, as my noble friend 
told your Lordships, that in the British 
district the Gendarmerie, and particularly 
the British officers in command of them, 
have learnt how to secure the full confi- 
dence of the villagers; and outside our 
own district, although I will not contra- 
dict my noble friend when he claims that 
our district may be regarded as a model 
district, outside our district General de 
the international 
associated with him have been able to 
bring into operation a new scheme of 
distribution under which the country 
willgbe properly mapped out into dis- 
tricts, and posts attached to each district, 


Giorgis and otticers 
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I am also told that on the occasion of 
his recent visit to Constantinople General 
de Giorgis was able to obtain from the 
Turkish Government approval for three 
changes which he has always regarded 
as of vital importance. I mean the 
improvement of the status of the Turkish 
officers in command of the Gendarmerie, 
the addition to the Gendarmerie of a 
certain number of recruits drawn from the 
Turkish Army, and, thirdly, the arming 
of the force with the Mauser rifle. We 
are sometimes told that the surveillance 
exercised by these officers of the Gen- 
darmerie over the Turkish troops has 
proved of little or no value. I do not 
agree with that. There have been, no 
doubt, cases in which regrettable excesses 
have taken place, in spite of the fact that 
international officers accompanied the 
Turkish forces ; but the presence of these 
officers has been the means of obtaining 
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authentic information with regard to 
these occurrences ; and it is upon that 
information that we have been able 


to found our complaints and remon- 
strances, which, as I stated a moment 
ago, have led in some cases to the punish- 
ment of the culpable persons. But in 
other cases it is unquestionable that 
the presence of European officers with 
Turkish troops did prove the means of 
preventing excesses ; and [ mav mention 
in particular what took place at a village 
named Smol, where an insurgent band 
was surrounded and overcome by the 
Turkish troops and where no damage 
was inflicted on the peaceable inhabitants, 


In the case of the Gendarmerie, as 
in almost all other cases, it is the want 
of funds which has been the real obstacle 
to more thorough-going reforms: and I 
wish to say one word with regard to that 
question of financial reforms upon which 
my noble friend touched in his speech. 
When I last spoke to your Lordships on 
the subject of Macedonia I mentioned to 
you that there were at the time no less 
than three schemes or proposals before 
the Powers. There was, in the first place, 
the scheme of reform put forward by the 
Turkish Government ; in the second place 
and connected with it was the proposal 
of the Turkish Government that the Cus- 
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per cent. in order to provide the 
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place, there was the scheme put  for- 
ward by Russia and Austria - Hungary. 
With regard to the increase of the Customs 
duties I need only remind your Lordships 
that His Majesty’s Government, having 
regard to our large interest in the com- 
merce of Turkey, found themselves 
unable to agree to that proposal without 
further evidence that by an economical 
and honest administration of the Customs 
the necessary funds might not be provided 
without any increase in the scale of duties. 


With regard to the two schemes put 
forward by the Turkish Government on 
the one hand and by the Austro-Hun- 
garian and Russian Governments on the 
other, both of which were based upon 
the agency of the Imperial Ottoman 
Bank, we found on examination that 
both those schemes contained some 
admirable points, but that both of them 
were defective, in the first place because 
they did not contain sufficient guarantees 
that the requirements of the Macedonian 
provinces would form a first charge 
upon the revenue or that the sums 
allocated for different services would 
reach their destination. Both the 
schemes seemed to us open to that 
objection. Besides that, the Turkish 
scheme seemed to us inadequate because 
it did not provide for any external control 
over the execution of reforms, while 
the scheme of the two Powers was based 
on the assumption that that control 
should be exercised by Austria-Hungary 
and Russia alone. In our view it was 
essential that if these schemes were 
to be productive of good results they 
should be carried out under international 
control, 


That leads me to say a word on a 
point which figured conspicuously in my 
noble friend’s statement—I mean the 
so-called mandate given to the two 
Powers less than two years ago. In 
the first Article of the Miirzsteg Pro- 
gramme it is said that the work of the 
civil agents being to watch over the 
introduction of reforms and the pacifica- 
tion of the population, their mandate 
would expire in two years from the 
time of their appointment. The Miirzsteg 
scheme was presented to the Porte in 


{LORDS} 


recessary funds; and, in the third| that period of two years expires, 


October, 1903, and the time is, as my | 
noble friend told us, drawing near when , 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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have had some discussion—discussion, 
I am happy to say, of a most friendly 
nature—with the two Powers in question 
as to the duration and attributes of the 
' so-called mandate. We never regarded 
| that mandate as conferring upon the civil 
agents, so to speak, a lease renewable 
at intervals for ever. On the other hand, 
we never contemplated that at the ex- 
piration of two years the two Powers 
should be abruptly ousted from the 
position which had been accorded to 
them as the Powers geographically and 
for other reasons specially interested 
in the fortunes of Macedonia. But | 
will not recapitulate the arguments 
which have been used, because I am 
happy to say that a satisfactory agree- 
ment has been arrived at between the 
Powers concerned, an agreement under 
which the control of thescheme of financial] 
reforms will be put under what I think 
my noble friend called genuine inter- 
national control. 


I think I can best describe the arrange- 
ment which has been accepted by giving 
your Lordships the substance of the 
Note presented by all the Powers to the 
Porte on May 8th last. In that Note 
the Powers have demanded the assent of 
the Porte to the following arrangement :— 
“The Powers are each to nominate a 
financial delegate to watch over the 
execution of the financial reforms and 
the application of the scheme, and to 
ensure its observance. These delegates 
will act in concert with the Inspector- 
General and the civil agents, whose 
' duties have been defined in the Miirzsteg 
Programme. The Commission _ thus 
formed will be given all the powers 
necessary for the accomplishment of 
their task, more especially for the super- 
vision of the regular collection of the 
taxes, including the tithe. The budgets 
must be submitted to the Commission 
before being finally adopted. The Com- 
mission will have the right to modify 
any proposals dealing with the receipt 
or expenditure which may not be in 
conformity with the laws or with the 
economical and financial wants of the 
country. With a view to faeilitating 
their mission, the Commission will have 
the right of nominating in each vilayet 
an inspector to superintend the agents 
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employed in the various duties connected 
with the collection of taxes.” 


I hope those who have listened to the 


document which I have just read will | 


see that it involves what I think I may 


describe without exaggeration as a very | 


long step in the direction of securing 
not only a more effectual control over 
the finances of Macedonia, but a control 
of an international character. It is 
really no exaggeration to say that upon 
the satisfactory introduction of such 
measures of reform depends not only the 
success of the Gendarmerie force, but the 
question of the reform of the local 
police, which is an urgent one, of the 
adequacy of the relief measures to be 
taken for the succour of the inhabitants 
of the country, and, above all, of the 
efficiency and purity of the Law Courts ; 
because if these officials are not paid at all, 
or are inadequately paid, it is perfectly 
clear that we must expect to find them 
either apathetic or, worse still, not in- 
corruptible. So far as to the action of 
the Powers in this matter. 


I have been asked what about the 
attitude of the Porte. I will state, in the 
first place, the bare facts of the case. 
The Note I have read was presented 
to the Porte on May 8ch. On June 24th, 
not having received a reply, the Powers, 
through their representatives in Con- 
stantinople, demanded one. They re- 
ceived that reply a few days ago—on 
the 12th of this month—and I regret 
to say it was a refusal of our demands. 
As to that I cannot say more than 
this—that we have no idea of acquiesc- 
ing in that refusal. And I may say 
with equal confidence that I do not 
believe any of the Powers concerned, 
any more than ourselves, have the 
slightest idea of receding from the 
very moderate and reasonable demands 
which they have put forward. I cannot, 
therefore, bring myself to contemplate 
that period of indefinite delay, run- 
ning not only from week to week, 
but from month to month, of which my | ; 
noble friend Lord Crewe spoke ; and, 





athough I cannot make any specific | 
statement to your Lordships, I am | 


satistied that the Powers will insist upon | 
an answer different from that which is at | 
present in their hands, 
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Eart SPENCER: May I ask the noble 
Marquess to declare the position of the 
two Powers in October, after the mandate 
| has been concluded. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 
daresay I did not make myself quite clear ; 
but it is stated in the Note that the 
financial delegates appointed by the 
other Powers are to act with the Russian 


and Austro-Hungarian civil agents. On 
this Commission, which will control 


the finances and which will be concerned 
with all questions in which financial 
considerations are involved, the repre- 
sentatives of the other Powers will be on 
the same footing as the representatives ot 
Austria-Hungary and Russia. 


Tue Eart or CREWE: I should like 
to ask whether I am right in under- 
standing that in all other respects the 
status of the civil agents remains un- 
changed. 


*Tue Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
Yes; no change is made in their status. 
We do not dethrone them; we associate 
other delegates with them. I hope I 
have said enough to your Lordships 
to show that, despite the discouraging 
experience which I am afraid we have 
encountered, and which we may en- 
counter in the future, we have at any rate 


accomplished enough to justify us in 
dismissing altogether from our minds 


the idea that this isa task to be abandoned 
in despair. I should regard such an 
abandonment as not only disastrous to 
the Balkan Peninsula, but as highly 
injurious to the good name of this country. 
Nor, again, are we prepared to dissociate 
ourselves in dealing with this question 
from the other Powers. It is sometimes 
suggested to us that we should strike out 
a line of our own, and pursue our own 
policy fearlessly and without regard to 
the action of others. In my opinion the 
adoption of such a policy would find us 
alone in our glory, and, I am afraid, also 
our impoterce. We believe 
that we have been justified in endeavour- 
ing not to break up the concert of the 


| Powers, that we have done well to work 


with them so far as we could, to maintain 
the most friendly and confidential rela- 
tions with them, to watch events in the 
Balkan Poninsala, to denounce excesses 
and irregularities, ‘and to press for 
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as far as we could, to work up to the level 


of the standard which we had set up for | 


our own guidance. That has been our 
policy. It may have been disappointing 
inits results ; but I venture to express my 
opinion that it has saved us from worse 
things, and that it has not been altogether 
unsuccessful in bringing some benefit to 
the people of Macedonia. 


Lorp NEWTON: I should like to ask 
the noble Marquess whether he proposes 
to lay any further Papers, and whether he 
can inform the House who is to be the 
British representative on the Interna- 
tional Commission. I would venture 
to express the hope that this country 
will be represented by our present Consul- 
General at Salonika, who is admirably 
fitted in every respect for such a task. 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: I 
am not vet able to make a statement as to 
the selection of our representative. The 
reply to the first Question is—Yes, we 
shall lay further Papers on the Table. 
RETIREMENT OF CAVALRY OFFICERS. 

Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I rise, 
in accordance with the notice standing in 
my name, to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for War how many officers serving 
in cavalry regiments have resigned their 
commissions or sent in their resignations 
since the South African War; how many 
candidates have passed their examina- 
tions and received commissions in cavalry 
regiments during the same period; and 
what is the number of officers now re- 
quired, exclusive of officers serving on 
the Staff or extra-regimental duty, to 
complete the establishment in all the 
cavalry regiments. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earlof DonovuGu- 
MORE) : My Lords, in reply to the Question 
[ have to say that 321 cavalry officers 
have retired voluntarily or resigned 
their commissions since the South African 
War; 116 have in the same_ period 
received commissions in the cavalry— 
viz., seventy-nine from the Royal Military 
College, twenty-seven from the Militia, 
and ten from the Universities. The 
total number of vacancies at the present 
moment is sixty-five. To account for 


the apparent discrepancy in the figures, | 
} 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


reforms, and to induce the other Powers, , it must be remembered that when the 
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war came to an end there was y 
large number of supernumerary officers 
‘throughout every branch of the ser. 
ivice. I do not wish to anticipate 
the debate on this important subject 
which takes place next week, but I ean 
assure the noble Lord that this is 
matter which we consider of the highest 
importance. We have been, and are 
still, collecting evidence on the subject, 
and it is a question which is undergoing 
the earnest consideration of my colleagues 
on the Army Council. 


ACCIDENTS TO SEA EN. 

Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 
rise, in accordance with the notice 
standing in my name, to ask His Majesty’s 
Government whether, having regard to 
the recommendations of a Departmental 
Committee to consider the extension of 
the Accident Compensation Acts, they 
have now framed their Bill extending 
accident compensation to seamen which 
the Merchant Service Guild have been 
informed by the Board of Trade was 
under consideration; and whether, in 
view of the fact that the master, who 
is subjected to similar risks, is the only 
member of a ship’s crew who in the 
eyes of the law 1s not a seaman, and that 
the Merchant Shipping Act already adopts 
the principle of a shipowner’s liability 
when a master is injured in the service 
of the ship, they have included, or will in- 
clude, masters in the benefits arising from 
the Bill when sanctioned by Parliament. 


THe UNDER - SECRETARY | or 
STATE ror tHE COLONIES (The Duke 
of MariporovaH): My Lords, I can 
assure my noble friend, in reply to his 
Question, that the Board of Trade recog: 
nise the importance of this matter. The 
Bill concerning which he has asked for 
information has not yet been drafted, 
but the principle of dealing with the 
question by amendment of the Merchant 
Shipping Act has been approved ol. 
When the measure is prepared the 
question of applying its provisions te 
masters as well as to seamen will be 
carefully and sympathetically considered. 

House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Seven o'clock, 


Thursday next, a quarter 
past Four o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 18th July, 1905. 


Returns, 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (NO STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions tor Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders 
are applicable, viz. :—Earl of Stamford’s 
Cheshire Estate Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill. 
Lords Amendments considered, and agreed 
to. 


Formby Township Bill [Lords]; Work- 
ington Harbour and Dock Bill [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 

Thames Conservancy Bill. Ordered, 
That Standing Order 2455 be suspended, and 
that the Bill be now read the third time. 
—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and pa-sed. [New Title.] 


Humber Conservancy Bill{Lords]. Re- 
ported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Wigan Corporation Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(Poor Law) (No. 2) Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Order con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
‘To-morrow. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords]. Reported, with an 
Amendment [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
To-morrow, 

Blackpool Improvement Bill [Lords] ; 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne Corporation Bill 
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Reported, with Amendments > 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Corbett Estate Bill [Lords]. Reported, 
with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) 
Bill, without Amendment. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill; Metropolitan Electric Tram- 
ways Bill; Dublin United Tramways 
Bill; London and North Western Rail- 
way Bill; Charing Cross, Euston, and 
Hampstead Railway Bill; Baker Street 
and Waterloo Railway Bill; Edgware 


and Hampstead Railway Bill, with 
Amendments. 
Amendments to—Metropolitan and 


Great Central Railway Companies Bil! 
[Lords]; Western Vallevs (Monmouth- 
shire) Water and Gas Bill [Lords], with- 
out Amendment. 
PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Edinburgh, for altera- 
tion; to ie upon the Table. 

ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (BIBLE 

TEACHING IN STATE SCHOOLS). 

Petition from Long Crendon, in favour; 
to lie upon the Tab'e. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
GROSS DEPARTMENTAL EXPENDITURE. 

Return [presented 17th July] to be 
printed. [No. 245.] 

LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 

Copy presented, of Return of Eviction 
Notices filed during the quarter ended 
30th June, 1905 [by Command]; ,to_ lie 
upon the Table. 

JWIRELESS TELEGRAPHY. 

Return presented, relative thereto 

[ordered 29th June; Captain Norton]; 


| to lie upon the Table. 
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JOINT STOCK COMPANIES (DUBLIN). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 14th March; Mr. Nannetti]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 244.] 


COMPANIES (WINDING-UP). 

Copy presented, of Fourteenth General 
Annual Report by the Board of Trade 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 245.] 

TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 

SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 634 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3440 and 3441 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

CIVIL SERVANTS (RETIREMENT AT THE 
AGE OF SIXTY-FIVE). 

Copy ordered, ‘of Treasury Minute, 
dated the 17th day of July, 1905, stating 
the circumstances under which certain 
Civil Servants have been retained in the 
Service after they have attained the age 
of Sixty-five; and of the Return therein 
referred to.””—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 

CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 

(RATES). 

Return ordered, ‘showing the number 
of parishes within the Congested Districts 
i. Scotland where the combined Rates 
amount to more than five shillings in the 
pound, the amount of the Rates in each 
case, and also the increase during the last 
twenty years.’—(Mr. John Dewar.) 


Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Sale of Obsolete Warships at Portsmouth 
—Names and Prices Realised. 

Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can give the names of the 
warships sold at Portsmouth on the 11th 
instant, and the price realised in each case. 


| §(Answered by Mr. Preyman.) The 
names of the ships sold, and the prices 


realised, are as follows :— £ 
Orlando 10,C00 
Tris ; - 8,000 
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£ 
Magicienne 6,000 
Fearless 4,250 
Blanche . . 4,000 
Barrosa 4,250 
Jaseur 2,075 
Boomerang 1,900 
Karrakatta 1,875 
Grasshopper 1.425 
Pelter ‘ 725 
Fancy : : 460 
Pincher ‘ , 620 
Enchantress 2.675 
Lion 3,100 
Myrtle 2,500 
Hamadryad 1,000 
Nautilus ‘ ; 860 
Liberty ‘ : §30 


The following were subsequently sold 
by private treaty :— 


e 
Hector 8,000 
Beagle 4,500 
Blonde 3,750 


Post Office Staff. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): To ask th 
Postmaster-General if he will state the 
total number of persons on the established 
staff of the Post Office, male and female; 
the total number of female staff, estab- 
lished ; and the total number of persons, 
male and female, established — or 
unestablished, who are under the age of 
twenty-one years. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The tota! 
number of persons on the established sta‘t 
of the Post Office on March 31st last 
was 84,115, of whom 11,579 were females. 
In order to give the information asked for 
in the second part of the hon. Member's 
Question, it would be necessary to have 
a Return prepared of the ages of all the 
staff of the Post Office. This would 
involve considerable expense which would 
perhaps scarcely be justified. 


Sheep Scab in Shropshire. 

Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he is aware that th: 
changes of policy with regard to sheep 
scab have caused loss and inconvenience 
to Oswestry; that the loss of trade has 
been estimated at 1,000 to 1,100 sheep 
per week, and that it has been proposed 
to remove the sheep market from 


Oswestry to Llanrhaiadr; and whether he 
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will take steps to remedy this state of 
things. 


(Answered by Mr, Ailwyn Fellowes.) 1 
have received repres*ntatious on this 
subject from the town council of Oswestry, 
and have been in communication respect- 
ing it with the county counc! of Salop, 
who are the local authority under the | 
Diseases of Animals Acts. The district 
from which Oswestry mainly draws its 
supplies is undoubtedly a dang:rous one 
from the point of view of sheep scab, 
and the county council consider that 
under existing conditions the holding of 
markets there for any undipped sheep 
brought from that district would be 
attended with considerable risk of the 
intro luction and spreading of the disease. 
The srrangements made at the market 
were. moreover, not altogether of a 
satisfactory character. In thes? cireum- 
stances the county council have with- 
drawn the licence issued by them under 
the Sheep Scab (Regulation of Movem :nt)} 
Order, 1905, and I regret that Ido not 
see my way to interfere with the dis- 
cretion of the local authority in this 
respect. 





Bovine Tuberculosis. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): To ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether the Royal 
Commission on Tuberculosis has or will 
shortly report on the effect produced 
or disease set up by introducing into the 
body of the bovine animal miterial 
containing living tubercle bacilli of 
human and bovine origin respectively 
through the alimentary canal as distinct 
from effect when introduced by sub- 
cutaneous injection, and will urge an 
early Report on the third clause of the 
reference, viz., under what conditions, if 
at all, the transmission of the disease 
from animals to man takes place, and 
what are the circumstances favourable or 
unfavourable to such transmission as | 
affecting food for man. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) As 
I stated in my reply to the hon. Member | 
for the Eastern Division of Northants on | 
the 9th May f last, I understand that the 
Royal Commission hope to issue a further | 
Interim Report towards the end of the | 
Present year. I am informed that this | 


+ See (4) Debates, exlv., 1342. | 
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Report will contain details of the different 
results obtained by various methods of 
infecting bovine and other animals with 
tubercle decived from different sources, 
but I understand that some considerable 
time must e'apse before the Commission 


Questions. 


| can issue a Report dealing with the third 


clause of the reference to them. 


| Diphtheria Outbreak at Norwood Poor 


Law Schools. 
Stir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire 


| Ilkeston): To ask the President of the 


Local Government Board if, in view of 
the outb eak of diphtheria at the Norwood 
Poor Law Schools which has extended to 
sixty-one children, notwithstanding the 
care and skill taken for its prevention, 
he will consider the advisability of 
breaking up this aggregation of 500 
children, im aecordance with the 
recommendations of the Departmental 
Co:nmittee’s Report of 1897. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) It 
appears to be doubtful whether thete 
can properly be said to have been an 
out>reak of diphtheria at these schools 
in the sense in which that expression is 
ordinarily understood. [I am informed 
that only three of the cases presented 
the ordinary clinical symptoms of the 
disease, and that in the remaining cases 
there had been no disturbance of the 
children’s health, although the bacillus 
of diphtheria or some other bacillus re- 
sembling it had been discovered by 
bacteriological methods. It does not 
seem to be necessary to consider the 
alvisability of breaking up the school. 


Law of Treasure Trove in Wales, 
Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh 


Boroughs): To ask Mr. Attorney-General 


if his attention has been called to the 
verdict of the coroner’s jury at Carnarvon 
on the subject of treasure trove; and 
whether, with a view to making clear the 
laws affecting treasure trove in the Prin- 
cipality, he will take the necessary steps 


to enable the police and others to 
‘circulate clearer 


information on the 


subject in Welsa and English. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
My attention has been called to the 
verdict of the coroner’s jury on an inquiry 
as to the finding of certain coins at 
Carnarvon. Circulars were issued in 
1886. by the Home Office, on the subject 
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of treasure trove. The question whether 
any fresh circular shall be issued will re- 
ceive the consideration of the Treasury. 


Promotion of Assistant Clerks in the 
Statistical Office, Custom House. 


Mr. JOSEPH HOWARD (Middlesex, 
Tottenham): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury to what positions assistant 
clerks in the statistical office, Custom 
House, can be promoted, in view of the 
fact that the Treasury letter of July 
2nd, 1904, stated that the Lords of the 
Treasury strongly urged that ensuing 
vacancies for junior clerkships be filled 
from outside sources. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 1 
would refer my hon. friend to the reply 
I gave on March 15th ¢ last to the hon. 
Member for Galway South, in which I 
stated that assistant clerks in the Customs 
are eligible for occasional promotion, on 
the ground of exceptional merit, to the 
classes of—(1) Port clerks; (2) Junior 
clerks in the statistical office. 


British Consulate at Algiers. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) : To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs during what hours is the British 
Consulate at Algiers open tor the trans- 
action of ordinary business connected 
with British shipping, without the pay- 
ment of any fees beyond those officially 
tabulated ; what extra fees for overtime 
are charged for business transacted dur- 
ing non-official hours in connection with 
British shipping; to what accounts are 
the ordinary and the extra fees re- 
spectively credited; what is the usual 
custom regarding the issue of bills of 
health to British steamers; and is it 
permissible to supply these in blank to 
shipbrokers to fill up at their discretion. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) His Majesty's 
Consul-General at Algiers will be in- 
structed to report what the business 
hours of the Consulate-General are, and 
also what is the usual custom regarding 
the issue of bills of health to British 
steamers. For the transaction of any 
business for wh’ch a fee is leviable, for 
each half-hour in the day time, that is to 
say, between the hours of 6 a.m. and 
9 p.m., not during the customary business 
hours of the place, a fee of 5s. is charged, 
of which the Consul retains one-half; for 





t See (4) Debates, exliii., 9. 
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each half-hour at night, that is to say, 
between the hours of 9 p.m. and 6 a.m, 
a fee of 10s. is charged, of which the 
Consul retains four-fifths. Ordinary 
fees are credited to His Majesty’s 
Government, as are also the remaining 
portions of the extra fees. 


Export Bounties on Steel, Iron, and Coal 
from Rhenish Westphalian Mines. 


Stir THOMAS WRIGHTSON (St, 
Pancras, E.): To ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been drawn to the circular issued 
by the Dortmund Clearing House inti- 
mating that it is authorised by the Coal 
Syndicate, the Dusseldorf and Sieger- 
land Pig Iron Syndicates, and the Steel 
Syndicate, to grant bounties on iron and 
steel manufactures for the export 
market on the following basis for the 
second quarter: ls. 6d. per ton on coal 
or coke, 4s, 10d. per ton on pig-iron, 
15s. per ton on semi-finished basic steel, 


and 20s. per ton on shapes; and whether 


he proposes to take any action in the 
matter, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I am 
aware that in March last the Clearing 
House of the Rhenish Westphalian Coal 
Syndicate and the Pig Iron and Steel 
Syndicates fixed the amounts of the 
export bounties to be paid to syndicated 
firms during the second quarter of the 
year approximately at the amounts 
stated in the Question, The system 
under which the Kartell bounties are 
granted is not new, and is described in 
Cd. 1761, of 1903, and Cd. 2337, of 1904. 
No action in the matter is proposed, 

Monthly Circulation of Return of 

Passengers for Places out of Europe. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade whether he will circulate 
monthly, together with the Alien Immi- 
gration Monthly Return, the new Return 
of the number and nationalities _ of 
the passengers that leave the §United 
Kingdom for places out of Europe; and 
whether he will include this new Return 
in the Board of Trade Labour Gazette. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
new Return referred to has already been 
presented to the House, and the first 
number has been circulated. Future num- 
bers will be circulated in due course, about 
the same time as the Alien Immigration 
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Return. A summary of the informa- 
tion given in the Return is already 
published monthly in the Board of Trade 
Labour Gazette. (See page 221 of the 
July number.) 


Revenue Derived in the United Kingdom 
from Taxation of Food and Drink. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
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if he will state the total amount of 
-evenue derived in the United Kingdom 
from the taxation, both by Excise and 
Customs duties, on all kinds of food and 
drink, excluding spirits, beer, tea, and 
wine, during the last twenty vears; and 
also state what this amount would 
represent per head of the population. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Questions. 





Revenue derived from Duties on Articles of Food 


Year 











ate Population and Drink, excluding Spirits, Beer, Tea, and Wine. Kevenue 
"aie of the United = per head of 
Mareh. Kingdom. Population. 
Customs. Excise. Total. 

£ £ £ LL ss. @ 
1886 36,015,601 839,182 2,537 841,719 56 
[837 36,313,582 858,302 2,06! 860,453 56 
1888 36,599,143 882,208 1,744 883,952 57 
1889 36,881,271 922,643 1,047 923,690 6-0 
L890 37,178,929 867,272 1,509 868,781 56 
1891 37,484,764 675,788 1,587 677,375 4°3 
1892 37,802,381 €97,215 1,630 698,845 4-4 
1893 38,133,817 688,659 1,754 690,415 4°3 
1so4 38,489,806 693,418 &34 694,252 4-3 
1895 38,858,306 747,077 1,523 748,600 4°6 
1896 39,220,114 746,467 651 747,118 4°5 
1897 39,597,843 778,390 1,502 779,892 4°7 
1898 39,985,831 806,411 1,366 807,777 4:8 
L899 40,379,095 804,507 1,427 805,934 4°7 
1900 10,772,365 872,841 E33 873,974 51 
1901 41,152,471 840,465 1,067 | 841,532 4:9 
1902 41,550,773 7,271,608 65,673 | 7,337,281 3 63 
1903 41,961,199 7,709,261 89,694 | 7,798,955 3. 86 
1904 42,371,216 6,799,504 84,637 | 6,884,141 } 29 
1905 42,789,552 7,046,225 | 98,690 | 7,144,915 3 40 

) 











The Customs figures represent the duties | late, dried fruits, corn, grain, etc. (from 


on chicory and coffee, cocoa and choco- | 


April, 1902, to June 30th, 1903), and 
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sugar, molasses, glucose, and articles 
containing sugar or other sweetening 
matter (dutiable since 1901). The 
Excise figures represent the duties on 
glucose, saccharin, and chicory of British 
manufacture. 


Questions. 


- 


‘Acquisition of Land in Calcutta by the 
Indian Government. 

Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been called to 
the notice of the intention of the Govern- 
ment of India to acquire certain areas in 
Council Street, Government Place, and 
Wellesley Place, Calcutta, for public 
purposes; whether the object of this 
acquisition is to find room for menial 
staff, band, and additional stable accom- 
modation for the Viceroy during his 
residence in Calcutta, which is confined 
to a period of about four months only in 
each year; whether he is aware that the 
acquisition of these areas will displace 
several European firms which have been 
there carrying cn business for over half 
a century, and inconvenience the Buro- 
pean population of Calcutta by the 
closing of these places of business, and 
that there is no land in the immediate 
vicinity of the business part of Calcutta 
to which these displaced firms can re- 
move; whether his attention has been 
drawn to the petition of the Calcutta 
Trades’ Association of March 20th last, 
protesting against this interference with 
the business of the capital of India; and 
whether he will cause an inquiry to be 
instituted before the intended acquisi- 
tion is carried into effect. 


(Answered by Mr. Secre‘ary Brodrick.) 
JT have seen the notification of the inten- 
ticn of the Government of India to 
acquire the areas referred to in the 
Question. The objects stated in the 
notification are to provide offices for the 
Viceroy’s private and military secretaries ; 
residential quarters for officers, subordi- 
nates, and servants attached to His 
Excellency’s staff, and for the Viceroy’s 
Land; a hospital and dispensary for the 
staff; furniture and camp equipment 
storerooms; and extension of stabling 
for, Government House. I have seen in 
the newspapers correspondence on the 
subject, and I understand that the 
Calcutta Trades’ Association have been 
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informed, in reply to their representa- 
tion of March 20th last, that the firms 
mentioned in their petition will be per- 
mitted to remain in occupation until the 
expiry of their leases. It is probable 
that the improvements now being carried 
out in Calcutta will eventua!ly provide 
eligible sites to which they can remove 
when their leases expire. It does not 
appear necessary to institute an inquiry 
at the present stage. 


Education of Children of Agricultural 
Labourers in Assam 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India if he 
proposes to allow the Commissioner of 
Assam to shelve the question of improved 
education for the children of labourers in 
tea gardens and otherwise in Assam fora 
year; and, if so, will he explain why; 
and, if this course is to be taken, is he 
aware that the State of Baroda affords 
more opportunities of primary education 
to its subjects than are offered in British- 
governed States. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary DProdrick.) 
I do not, as at present advised, propose 
to interfere with the discretion of the 
Chief Commissioner of Assam. I doubt 
if in any part of India, whether British 
territory or Native States, special facili- 
ties are accorded for the education of 


‘agricultural Jabourers in excess of those 


granted to the general population. In 
piimary education generally Assam 1s not 
more backward than other provinces, 


Military Camp on Evicted Farm at 


lonaslee. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Secretary of State 


for War whether he is aware that the 
military at present engaged in manceuvres 
in Queen’s County are encamped on an 
evicted farm at Clonaslee ; and, if so, ean 
he state who is responsible for this fact ; 
and, in view of the fact that the evicted 
tenant is seeking reinstatement under the 
Act of 1903, whether he will advise the 
military authorities to remove the camp 
and make compensation to the evicted 
tenant for damage. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The field firing camp at Clon- 
aslee was hired through the agent to the 
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persons on whose property the camp lies. 
The responsibility for troops being 
camped on part of an evicted farm does 
not rest with the military authorities, 
and it is not proposed either to remove 
the camp or to compensate the evicted 
tenant for damage. 


Manufacture of the New Short Rifle. 

Str HENRY SETON-KARR (St. 
Helens): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can inform the 
House of the results of the recent trials 
of the new short rifle; whether its manu- 
facture and issue Is being proceeded with ; 
and, if so, to what extent; and whether 
any further changes in its length and 
mechanisms have been decided on; and, 
ifso, what they are. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The trials of the new short 
rifle are not yet completed. Manufacture 
is proceeding to complete the number 
ordered, in reply to the last part of 
the Qluestion, no change has been decided 
on, 


Redistribution—Appointment and Terms 
of Reference of Boundary Commission. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, before Parliament 
has determined the principles on which 
Redistribution should proceed, the 
Government propose to appoint Com- | 
missioners to report upon the revision | 
of the boundaries of constituencies ; and, | 
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on the 11th inst., and the price realised 
in each case. 


Questions. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood 


bridge); The names of the ships sold, 
and the prices realised, are as follows :—- 
& 
Oriando 3 4 . 10,000 
Iris , .  . 8,000 
Magicienne . . 6,090 
Fearless ‘ : . 4,250 
Blanche 4,000 
Barrosa 4,250 
Jaseur 2,075 
Boomerang . 1,900 
Karrakatta . 1,875 
Grasshopper 1,425 
Pelter : ‘ 725 
Fancy ‘ : ; 460 
Pincher z 620 
Enchantress ‘ - 2,675 
Lion é ; - 3,100 
Myrtle - 2,300 
Hamadryad ‘ 1,00% 
Nautilus. ‘ 860 
Liberty P 630 


The following were subsequently sold 
by private treaty :— 





z 
Hector . 2 » 8,00" 
Beagle ‘ e e £50C 
Blonde ‘i - 3,750 


The Admiralty and the Welsh Coalfields. 
Str LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.):I 
| beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 


} . - we > . 1 oy je = 
if so, upon what rules those Com-| whether he can give the House any infor- 


missioners will be instructed to act. 


(Answered by Mr. A, J. Balfour.) 1 
trust that the hon. Gentleman will con- 
sider that in my Answers in the House 
this afternoon I dealt adequately with 
the subject of his Question. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Sile of Obsolete Warships at Ports- 
mouth—Names and Prices Realised, 
Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the 

Admiralty whether he can give the 

names'o! the warships sold at Portsmouth 


| mation with regard to the alleged sale 


/o smokeless steam coal in Wales to a 
German syndicate. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Of cours» it is 
evident that no information on this point 
that I can give can be final or absolutely 
certain. But the information I possess 
leads me to believe that no such purchase 
has been completed, and it is extremely 
doubtful if any such purchase is likely, 


The War Stores Inquiry. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the Government were 
aware, when framing the War Stores 
Commission Bill, that an officer cannot 
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be tried or punished for any offence triable 


by Court-martial committed more than 
three years before the date at which his 


(Juestions. 


trial begins; and how the Government | 


proposes to deal with any officer amen- 
able under the Army Act for any offence 
arising out of the dealings with the stores 
in South Africa in 1902. 
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| assertion that it would always be possible 
| to dismiss an officer. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE asked how 
' the Government proposed to deal with 
breaches of military d-scipline which were 
not provided for in consequence of neglect 
to produce the evidence at the proper 
| time. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST | 


LORD or tue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Patrour, Manchester, E.): The hon. 


Gentleman asked me a Question the other | 
day as to why the Government did not, | 


in introducing their Bill on this subject, 
make provision for the trial of officers by 
Court-martial. I answered him at the 
time that that would be wholly outside 
the provisions of the Bill and quite in- 
consistent with its general character. I 
now gather that he wants to know 
whether there would be any possibility 
of punishing these officers should the 
inquiries of the Commission last so long 
that the three years would have elapsed 
before the Commission had reached the 
term o1 their investigation. If these 
officers had done anything which would 
justify their dismissal from the service, 
they can be dismissed from the service. 
If it was thought desirable to have a 
Court-martial I believe a special Ordinance 
could be passed to that effect. If they 
had made any infraction of the criminal 
law of the country they can be brought 
to trial. There is every provision, it 
seems to me, which can be desired for 
punishing the guilty. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: 
the special Ordinance  over-rule 
statutory enactment ? 


Would 
the 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 


statutory enactment. 


Sir JAMES WOUDHOUSE said it was 
statutory, because no officer could be 
tried by Court-martial for an offence 
committed three years before the date of 
the trial. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
think it was statutory, but asked that 
a Question should be put down. He 
would remind the hon. Member that his | 
criticism of his Answer did not affect the | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If it is proved 
that an officer has committed acts un- 
worthy of an officer and a gentleman, of 
course he can be dismissed. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: Without 
trial ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Army Bayonet Contracts. 

Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheifield, Brizht- 
side): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether it has been the practice 
in the past, whether formulated or not, 
to give out to private firms one-half of 
the bayonets required for the service of 
the Aimy; and, if so, will he say why this 
practice is now being departed from, 


THe SECRETARY or SIATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoup-Forsrer, Belfast, 
W.): When orders for bayonets have 
been sufficient to warrant it, they have 
been divided equally between the trade 
and the Ordnance Factories. This year 
the number of bayonets required is so 
small that it is necessary to confine the 
larger proportion of the orders to the 
Ordnance Factories. 


Me. J. F. HOPE: I shall call atten- 
tion to this matter when a suitable oppor- 
tunity offers. 


War Office Land Purchase in the Kyles 
of Bute. 

Mr. DOBBIE (Ayr Burghs) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any purchase of Jand for military 
purposes has recently been made, or is in 
course of being completed, inthe Kyles 
of Bute, or elsewhere in Argyllshire; and, 
if so, if he will state the extent of same, 
the name of seller, and the price paid. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The War 
Department has agreed to purchase an 
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area of land at Ardhallow, Dunoon, | 
Argyllshire, in connection with purposes | 

of defence. The area consists of 1 acre, | 
2 roods, 39 poles, and right of way there- | 
to and way leave for cables, The owner 
is Mr. Campbell Wyndham, and the price 

agreed is £660, including compensation to 

tenant. 
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can he say for what purpose this loan 
was made. 


Mr. TREVELYAN : On behalf of the 


junior Member for Halifax, I bez 
also to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he can say on 


| what date the Colonial Treasurer of the 


| Transvaal made the loan of £20,000 to 


Mr. DOBBIE: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say for what purpose the land 
is required ? 


Mr. ARNOLD -FORSTER: 
nection, I believe, with the 
finding station at Ardhallow. 


In con- 
position- 


Army Vaccine Institute. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he will state what quantity of glvcerin- 
ated calf lymph is produced a nually in 
the Army Vaccine Institute; the number 
of calves operated on; and whether they 
are sold for human food or utilised in the 
military kitchens, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The annual 
average amount of glycerinated calf 
ivmph produced at the Army and Navy 
Vaccine Institute is sufficient to vaccinate 
126,280 persons, and the average annual 
number of calves operated on thirty. | 
The calves are slaughtered and post- | 
mortem examinations made in each case 
before the carcasses are sold to the public. 
They are not utilised in military kitchens. 


Mr. WEIR: I wanted to get at the 
number of tubes sent out. 


Mr. Van Rensburg; for what considera- 
tion the loan was made; whether there is 
any probability of the money being 
recovered ; and also will he inquire if this 
is the same Mr. Van Rensburg whose 
telegram was quote by the Government 
in debate in this House on February 17th, 
1904, as evidence that the Boers were in 
favour of Chine e labour. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrrentron, War- 
wick and Leamington): The information 
I have now received is that a loan of 
£10,000 was made by the South African 
Republic to Mr. Van Rensburg upon 
first mortgage bond in 1898. A further 
loan of £5,000 was made by the present 
Government in 1903 upon another first 
mortgage bond; both fully secured on 
farms in Heidelberg district. Later on 
the original loan was increased to 
£15,000 to enable Mr. Van Rensburg to 
redeem the first bond referred to with 
arrears of interest on same amounting 


'to £3,000, and to repair damage done 


during the war. The total of his present 
capital indebtedness, viz., £20,000, is less 
than 50 per cent. of the valuation of the 
farms hypothecated. The Government 
are therefore fully secured. It is the 
same Mr. Van Rensburg whose telegram 


/is printed at page 24 of Cd. 1941. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Ques- 
tion does not ask that. | 


Mr. Van Rensburg. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): On behalt of the junior Member | 
for Halifax, I beg to ask the Secretary of 
S ate for the Colonies if he is aware that 


at the first meeting, in Heidelberg, of P 


creditors in the insolvent estate of Mr. 
Van Rensburg, who recently resigned his 
s at as a nominated member of the Inter- 
Colonial Council, debts to the amount of 
£51,000 were proved, and included in the 
list was a sum of £20,000 due to the | 
Colonial Treasurer of the Transvaal; and | 





| (Stirling Burghs) : 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
Will the right hon. 
| Gentleman say what was the occasion of 
the grant of this loan, made by the 
public authorities to a private in- 
dividual ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have no infor- 
mation as to What the ground of the 
loan by the Boer authorities was, The 
loan by the Government was for the 
purpose I have just stated. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| But there was another loan of £5,000— 
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an intermediate loan. 
that, can the right hon Gentleman 
explain why the public authorities of 
the Transvaal should interfere between 
this man and his debts / 


Questions. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : 1 have no further 
in‘ormation than that which [have given, 
but if the right hon. Gentleman will put 
down a Question I will endeavour to get 
him an Answer. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs)asked 
whether this was the same Mr. Rensburg 
whose authority was quoted by the right 
hon. Gentleman as ‘‘a representative 
and influential Boer.” 


Mr. LYTTELTON: He was quoted 
as a member of the Dutch community 
there, and the fact that he has been a 
mortgagee does not, I think, incapacitate 
him from being called in evidence. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) asked whether it was the 
practice of the Transvaal Government 
to lend public merey to private in 
dividuals in this way. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The hon. Gentle- 


man had better put down a Question. 


Funishr ent of Chinese on the Rand 

ines. 

Mr. BURT (Morpeth): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
he can give the number of Chinese on the 
Rand mines who have been sent to prison 
up to the end of June, and the offences 
for which they were imprisoned ; whether 
there are any interpreters in the prisons 
who can communicate between the 
Chinese prisoners ard the prison authori- 
ties; and whether he can give the total 
number of Chinese who have been re- 
patriated, and the reasons jor their re- 
patriation. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have not yet 
received returns jor May ard June. The 
returns jrom June, 104, up to 20th April, 
1605, show that 1,187 Chinese have been 
rent to prison; of these 243 for fourteen 
days or less. The offences we e as;ault, 
riot, desertion, absence w.thout leave, 
refusal to work, and theft. I am in- 
formed that there are no Chinese inter- 


» 
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preters in the prisons, but that services of 
such can be obtained when required by 
application to foreign labour department. 
The numbers of labourers repatriated 
under Section 25 of Labour Importation 
Ordinance for refusing to perform service 
is one; under Section 26—(a) as per- 
manently incapacitated for work by 
physical infirmity or disease, 1,183 ; (b} 
after conviction of offence and sentenced 
to imprisonment without option of fine, 
eighteen ; total, 1,202. 


Precautions against Riots on the Rand 
ines 

Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he will 
furnish the House with copies of cor. 
respondence and other Papers relating to 
the negotiations between the Chamber of 
Mines at Johannesburg and the Govern- 
ment, as the result of which two troops 
o! constabulary are to be stationed in the 
East and West Rand to assist the 
authorities in coping with disturbances 
among the Chinese; and whether he will 
take :teps to secure that the cost of this 
arrangement shall be borne by the mine- 
Owners concerned. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : I have not received 
any such correspondence, but I am mak- 
ing inquiry asto the alleged arrangement. 


The Flogging of Chinese Coolies on the 
and Mines, 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is satisfied that his 
assurance to the Chinese Minister, of 15th 
February, 1904 [Cd. 1945], that corporal 
punishment would not be legally inflicted 
upon indentured Chinese coolies by any 
employer or his servant, is being carried 
out; and whcther, in the cases of flogging 
of coolies reported to the House on 
Thursday last, he is satisfied that the 
law of the colony, which prescribes that 
no sentence of whipping imposed by a 
magistrate can be carried out till the 
record has been sent to and the sentence 
confirmed by the Judge of the Supreme 
Court, has been also respected. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: My attention has 
been drawn to a statement made by the 
late compound manager of the Croesus 
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Mine, from which it would appear that 
illegal flogging has taken place on that 
mine, and I have be2n also informed by the 
hon. Member for Morpeth, whose fairness 
of view I freely acknowledge, that he has 


been satisfied by a trustworthy corres- | 
pondent that this statement is correct. | 


The practice is one which must, of course. 
be put down, and I am in communication 
with Lord Selborne, who is quite alive 
to the importance of the matter, with a 
view to further improvements in super- 


vision. I may mention that the 
Transvaal Government has _ recently 
obtained from the Foreign Office the 


loan of the services of Mr. Jamieson as 
superintendent, and his intimate know- 
ledge of the Northern Chinese and of 
their language will be of great value to 
the Colonial Government. 
to the latter part of the Question, I have 
no reason to suppose that the law is not 
being adhered to. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Do I understand 


that the Answer to the former part of the 
Question shows that the Colonial Secretary 


is not assured that the pledge to the 
Chinese Minister has been respected ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have answered 
the Question, and the hon. Gentleman 
miy draw any inference he pleases, 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): Was it not stated at a 
coroner’s inquest recently that the 
Chinese miners were repeatedly flogged 
and assaulted, and when complaint was 
made to the mine manager no notice was 
taken of it ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have not seen | 


that. 


Disposal of Police Court Fines. 

Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State fur the Home Department if he 
can state how fines levied in Courts of 
summary jurisdiction are disposed of ; 
and what proportion, if any, is paid to 
county rates or police funds. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkERs- 
Doucuas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): Fines 
imposed by Courts of summary jurisdiec- 
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tion, unless specially appropriated by the 
Act under which they are imposed or 
somé amending Act, are paid into local 
ifunds, 7.e., into county or borough 
'funds as the case may be. In London 
‘they are paid into the Metropolitan 
Police Courts Fund. A table appended 
to the last issue of the Judicial Statistics 
shows the amounts paid over under 
this system. In 1903, £144,258 was paid 
into county, borough, and Police Court 
funds; £42,886 to the police; £5,628 to 
‘the Exchequer; and £25,703 to other 
| persons. 


(Questions. 


Mr. SCOTT -MONTAGU: Could not 
a portion of the fines inflicted on motor- 
car drivers be devoted to abating the 
dust nuisance ? 


With regard | 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS replied in the 


negative, 


The Postmaster-General and the 
Postal Staff. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he received, 
on Thursday, 6th July, a protest from the 
staff of telegraphists then on duty at the 
Central Telegraph Office respecting his 
charges made on that day ag. inst Post 
Office employees; whether he sent any 
reply; and, if so, will he state its terms ; 
| and, if he did not send a reply, whether he 
will take an early opportunity of re- 

moving the irritation which has been 
caused by his statement. 





Tue POSTMASTER-GENER AL (Lord 
| SranLEy, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
I received on the evening of Thursday 
the 6th instant an anonymous telegram 
purporting to convey a request from 
the staff on duty at the Central Tele- 
graph Office. I am not aware in what 
way the sender of that telegram was 
authorised to represent the views of 
that staff. I did not senda reply. The 
hon, Gentleman may not have noticed 
that in replying to a Question of the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn I expressly 
stated that my remarks to which he 
refers did not apply to the whole of the 
staff, and I have since repeated that 
statement on a public platform. They 
applied only to those who by speeches, 
letters, or circulars, attempt unduly 

2R 
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Questions. 


to influence the votes of hon. Members | 


with regard to the questions affecting 
Post Office wages, and to those who 
associate themselves with such action. 
I see nothing to reconsider or to modify 
further in my remarks; and I can only 
suggest that the best way of removing 
the irritation is for those men to desist 
from conduct which the House I am 
sure condemns, and which, I think, 
entirely justified the epithets I applied 
to it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Do I understand 
that the noble Lord persists in his charge 
against certain Post Office employees, 
that they are guilty of blackmail and 
bloodsucking ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I have nothing to 
add to the Answer I have already given. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): Is the noble Lord aware that a 
bloodsucker is a public curse ? 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
May I ask whether, in order to avoid the 
necessity for issuing such circulars, the 
noble Lord will consent to receive officials 
of the union to negotiate disputes on 
behalf of the men. 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Will the 


noble Lord try the experiment of work- 
ing for a guinea a week and keeping a 
wife and family on it ¢ 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Will the noble 
Lord consent to receive the representa- 
tives of the men, and give them an 
opportunity of repudiating the sugges- 
tion 4 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): Will the noble Lord either with- 
draw or modify his language ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No. I will neither 
modify nor withdraw anything 1 have 
said. 

Mr. DELANY 


(Queen’s County, 


sider the slander on these men an insult to 
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the Members of Parliament who support 
their claims? I have voted for them—~— 


Lorp STANLEY: Under pressure ? 


Mr. DELANY: And I take it as an 
insult. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Are not the 
bloodsuckers the Ministers who, in spite 
of public opinion being against them, 
stick to office and draw hrgh salaries ? 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Post Office Savings Bank Withdrawals. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether he is aware that 
the new system of withdrawa! from the 
Post Office Savings Bank, under which 
sums not exceeding £1 are paid at any 
Savings bank post office on the evidence 
of balance as disclosed in a depositor’s 
book, affords facilities for frauds; and, 
seeing that it is open to a forger to 
open accounts at a cost of ls. each at 
any of the 15,000 offices in the United 
Kingdom and obtain payment of £1 at 
any Other office after having manipulated 
a false entry in the deposit book, will he 
consider the expediency of introducing 
a system of payment on demand by 
means of withdrawal orders secured from 
the head office, and not on the mere 
evidence of balance contained in a deposit 
book. 


Lorp STANLEY: ‘lhe system of with- 
drawals on demand of sums not exceed: 
ing £1 was introduced after full considera- 
tion of all the risks involved. If fraud 
were attempted, the safeguards provided 
would ensure speedy detection. The 
system of payment by means of with- 
drawal orders which the hon. Member 
wishes to see adopted has frequently 
been brought under the notice of the 
Post Office; but in addition to the fact 
that it would entail considerable expense, 
it is altogether unsuited to the system of 
account-keeping in use in the Post 
Office Savings Bank, 


Mr. WEIR: If the noble Lord will 
consult with his colleagues, the Attorney 


General and the Home Secretary, and 
Ossory): Does not the noble Lord con- | 


Secure me exemption from prosecution, I 


shall be able to prove to him by actual 
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experiment, that frauds under the new 
system of withdrawal may be success- 
fully operated on a gigantic scale. The 
so called safeguard only proves a fraud 
has been committed, but in no way 
assists detection of the culprit. 


West Indian Mail Service. 

Mr. LAMONT (Buteshire) : I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he pro- 
poses to make any arrangements for the 
conveyance of the West Indian Mails; and, 
if so, whether such mails will be carried 
a: hitherto under contract, or without 
a subsidy and under postal uDion rates. 


Lorp STANLEY: — I propose to for- 
ward mails to the West Indies by the most 
favourable opportunities that offer. I 
am not at present negotiating for their 
conveyance under any fresh contrac. 
Payment for corresponde::ce sent by 
private steamers will he made at the 
ordinary ship letter rates, and the pay- 
ment for parcels will vary according to 
their weights. 


Administrative County of London and 
District Electric Power Company. 

Me. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask tlle Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he has noticed the announce- 
ment that the promoters of the Admin- 
istrative County of London and District 
Electric Power Company have commenced 
tobuy up electrical undertakings through- 
out London; and whether it is necessary 
that agreements of sale made with a loca! 
authority possessing authorised electrical 
undertakings should be submitted to the 
Board of Trade before they are con- 
firmed by the local authority; whether 
the Board of Trade has seen and approved 
of the agreements that have been made 
hy the company with the Barking and 
Bexley Urban District Councils, and 
What is the nature of these arrangements ; 
whether the agreement with Stepney 
involves the ultimate acquisition of the 
electrical undertaking of that council; 
and whether he is aware of anv further 
negotiations having been concluded with 
other London boroughs. 

THE 
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the company have commenced to buy up 
electrical undertakings throughout Lon- 
don, nor have I any information as to 
the particulars of the agreements or 
negotiations referred to in the Question. 
I understand that the Bill as at present 
drawn provides that no agreement for the 
sale of an undertaking shall be of force 
until it has received the approval of the 
Board of Trade, but until the Bill has 
received Royal Assent no case can be 
submitted to or considered by the Board 
of Trade. 


Questions. 


Mr. LOUGH: Is there a provision in 
the Act of 1888 that no undertaking in 
London shall be bought up without the 
consent of the Board of Trade, and has 
such consent been applied for in any 
case ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: There is such a 
provision, but no application has bee. 
made under it. 


The Harcourt Memorial. 

Sm W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart. 
ford): I beg to ask the hon. Member for 
Chorley whether the First Commissioner 
of Works is prepared to assist in giving 
facilities for the erection of a statue as a 
memoria] to the late Sir William Har- 
court within the precincts of the Palace 
of Westminster. 


*Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire Chor- 
ley): A proposal has been made that the 
memorial shall take the form of a statue 
to be placed on one of the eight vacant 
pedestals in the lobby of the House of 
Commons. The First Commissioner is 
anxious to do all in his power to meet 
the views of the Harcourt Memorial Com- 
mittee, so far as the limited space in the 
Palace of Westminster permits. 


Big Ben. 

*COLONEL LEGGE St. (George’s, Han- 
over Square): I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for Chorley, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, whether, 
for the better guidarce of Members, he 
will cause a red light to be displayed on 


TARY ro tHE BOARD or TRADE (\ir. | the port face of the clock corresponding 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): I| to the green light now exhibited on the 
have not noticed the announcement that | starboard face. 


2R2 
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*Mr. J. F. HOPE asked whether, in- 
stead of addinga red light to the green, the 
hon. Member would no longer suffer the 
countenance of the clock to wear the 
aspect of incipient nausea, 


Questions. 


*Lorp BALCARRES: May I be 
allowed to give the Answer as drafted 
by the Department? The First Com- 
missioner regrets that he is unable to 
adopt the suggestion of my hon. 
and gallant friend. The green light 
now exhibited has been installed for the 
purposes of experiment, it being antici- 
pated that a very large saving of current 
might be effected by its use; there is no 
reason to suppose the use of a red light 
would have any similar advantage. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrinc- 
ham) asked by what authority the First 
Commissioner of Works touched the 
clock. The clock tower was the property 
of the House of Commons. 


*Lorp BALCARRES: There is «small 


apartment in the clock tower which, I | 


believe, is placed under the control 
of the Serjeant-at- Arms from time to time. 
The First Commissioner of Works has 
complete control over the entire fabric, 
including the clock. 


Mr, LOUGH: What is the estimated 
saving by the use of the green light / 
must be 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice 


given of that Question. 


Liscard Institution, Liverpool. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he will state what progress 
has been made with the scheme for 
training boys in seamanship at Liscard 
Institution, Liverpool; how many boys 
have been admitted; and from what 
districts de they come, 


Tur LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr. 


Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): Though 
the Congested Districts Board sent full 
information throughou’ the congested 
area, the response has been disappointing. 
Only three applications were made, one 
from Lewis for a boy over age, one from 
Kmbo and one from Brora in Sutherland, 
which are now before the Liscard 
authorities, 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1068 


| Aberdeen Educational. Trust Home for 
| raining Girls. 

| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
| Advocate whether the home for the 
| training of girls in connection with the 
| Aberdeen Educational Trust has yet been 

opened ; if so, will he state how many 
| girls have been admitted, and trom what 

‘districts they come; and will he state 

‘how many applications for admission 
ihave been received up to the present 
| time. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The Aberdeen 
| Committee will be unable to open the 
‘home before the beginning of August. 
| Twenty-seven applications have been re- 
ceived. Offers of admittance have been 
/sent to nineteen of them. Seven have 
accepted, seven have refused, and five 
'have not yet replied. Offers were made 
'to eleven in Lewis, two in mainland of 


| Ross, three in Barra, and three 2 


| Sutherland. 


| Motor Fishing Boats for Ireland. 

| Mr. BOLAND (Ke ry, 8.): I beg to 

'ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 

| Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 

ition has been called to the fact that the 
Congested Districts Board for Scotland 
has acquired an experimental! motor fish- 
ing boat; and whether the Congested 
Districts Board for Ireland or the fisheries 
branch of the Department of Agricultur 

| will undertake similar experiments, 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, §,): 
It is understood that motor fishing boats 

| have not, so far, proved satisfactory in 
|Great Britain, The Irish Departments 
referred to consider it desirable, there- 
fore, to await the result of the experimen’ 
-now being conducted by the Congested 
| Districts Board for Scotland. 
Dundonald Cemetery. 
Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
'N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whethe: 
his attention has been called to the fact 
'that at a meeting of the Bellast Cor 
| poration, held on 6th July, a charge 0! 
altering the terms of a resolution passe! 
iby the cemetery committee — with 


i reference to the allocation of giouni 
| 4 
| for 


Catholic burials in Dundonald 
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Cemetery was made by members of 
the corporation ; and that the alteration 
referred to was intended to have the 
effect of depriving the Catholic author- 
ities of Belfast of the right of authorising 
interments in that 


(Juestions. 


say who was responsible for the altering 
of the resolution, and whether the pro- 
ceedings at the meeting referred to were 
null and void; and whether, in view of 


the importance of the whole question to | 


the Catholics of Belfast, he will order 


that a special inquiry with power to | 


examine witnesses on oath be held with 
regard to it. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have seen 


a newspaper report of the proceedings of | 


the corporation, which shows that a 


charge of the nature indicated was made. | 


The Local Government Board have no 


power to intervene in regard to the | 
The only matter for. 


charge referred to. 
them to determine is the allotment of 
the burial ground amongst the various 
religious denominations. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): Has the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy in Belfast any 
authority over graves paid for by private 
individuals 2 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I do not see 
how that has anv connection with the 
Question. 

Mr. SLOAN: 
this—— 


The connection is 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Notice 
had better be given of any further 
Question. 


Clonaslee Evicted Tenant. 
Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


of Ireland whether a claim for reinstate- | 


ment has been received by the Estates 
Commissioners on behalf of the repre- 
sentatives of an evicted tenant named 
Talbot, on the estate of Dunnes Minors, 
Clonaslee Queen’s County; whether the 
present occupant of the farm is a brother 
of the late owner of the estate; and 
what steps have been taken towards 
Teinstatement in this case. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The applica- 
|tion has been received, but, in the 
| absence of any proceedings for the sale 
of the estate, the Commissioners have 
| taken no action upon it. 


(Questions. 


portion of the! 
cemetery allotted to Catholics; will he | 


Mr. DELANY: Will the Commis- 
sioners advise this landlord to give up 
the farm to the rightful owner—the 
evicted tenant ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG; The Com- 
missioners have no power to advise the 
landlord. 


Wicklow Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: I beg to 
'ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state how 
|manv applications the Estates Commis- 
sioners have received from evicted 
tenants in the county of Wicklow for 
reinstatement in their farms; if he can 
give the names and addresses of the 
applicants; whether any of them have 
been restored to their former holdings or 
_ to other holdings; and, if so. how manv. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Fifty-five 
applications ‘have been received, and 
reinstatement has taken place in one case, 
[ do not consider it either necessary or 

| desirable to give the names and addregses 
of the applicants. 


Lord Lansdowne’s Evicted Tenants. 
Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretarv to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
|Ireland whether a claim for reinstate- 
/ment has ben received by the Estates 
Commissioners irom James Byrne, 
representative of the late Margaret Byrne 
Tully, who was evicted from a farm of 
189 acres on Lord Lansdowne’s estate, 
Luggacurran, Queen’s County, in April, 
1887; and will hesay what steps, ifany, 
are being taken towards the reinstatement 
of the evicted tenant’s representativejin 
this case. 


| Mr. WALTER LONG: Mrs. Byrne's 
|former holding, which is occupied by 
| another tenant, is not situated on that 
| portion of the estate which is now being 
| dealt with by th: Commissioners, and they 

are, therefore, unable at present to enter- 
| tain the appli-ation for reinstatement. | 
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Mr. DELANY: How are 
missioners prepared to deal with this 
estate? Will they see that Mr. Byrne 
gets, at any rate, the equivalent of the 
farm ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot say 
how the Commissioners are prepared to 
deal with any estat. I can only tell the 
hon. Member what they have done and 
what they are doing. 


Mr. FLAVIN: How many of the 
tenants evicted by Lord Lansdowne have 
been reinstated by him under the policy 
of conciliation / 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice must be 
given of that. 


Administration of the Land Purchase Act. 
Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, in view of the fact that the rate of 
progress at which agreements for sale 
under the Land Purchase Act, 1905, are 
being made makes it clear that the 
anticipation that twenty years would be 
required to complete the transfer of Irish 
Jand was excessive, and having regard to 
the urgency of the situation and the 
appeals that have been addressed to the 
Government by representatives of land- 
lords and tenants, whether he intends, 
before the session closes, to place 
sufficient funds at the disposal of the 
Estates Commissioners, or to take anv 
other steps, such as offering stock at 
market value to vendors who may be 
willing to take such in payment, or by 
any othe; means to mect the difficulty. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : Can 
the right hon. Gentleman also tell the 
House what financial measures are being 
adopted to remove the blockin the Land 
Judge’s Court ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This matter 
has engaged my anxious consideration, 
and I have formulated a proposal in 
alleviation of the present situation which 
I will explain at length in Committee of 
Supply on Thursday next. 


Mr. JOHN REDMON) (Waterford) 
asked whether this would involve any 
legislation. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG replied that it 
might be necessary to secure a small 
Amendment of the Land Act, which im- 
posed an obligation that the landlord 
should be paid in one form only. Ii his 
plan was adopted it would be necessary 
to give an option in this matter. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND gave notice 
that, so long as the new regulations 
which had been issued by the Govern- 
ment were in force, he should oppose by 
every means in his power any such 


proposal. 


Mr. LOUGH asked the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he could give any 
outline of his plans. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. I do 
not think I can go any fu:ther than I 
have done. 


Blackditches (Wicklow) Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can say whether 
the Estates Commissioners have received 
from Mrs. Cullen, a tenant evicted years 
ago from her farm at Blackditches, on 
the county Wicklow estateof the Marquess 
of Wateriord, an application for rein- 
statement, or for another farm; and, if 


so, what action, if any, have the Com- 


missioners taken in this case. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 
missioners have received Mrs. Cullen’s 
application aud have informed her that 
they cannot interfere with the present 
occupant of her former holding, but that 
in the event of the estate coming before 
them her application will be considered. 


Cragg and Ardcrone Farms, Kerry. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, H.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the date of the purchase by the 
Congested Districts Board of the Cragg 
and Ardcrone Farms, county Kerry, the 
purpose for which the land: were acquired, 
and the use made of the farms by the 
Board up to the present time. 


‘Mr. WALTER LONG: I answered 
each of these inquiries in reply to the 
hon. Member’s Question of April 4th f last. 





+ See (4) Debates, exliv., 318. 
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Mr. MURPHY: What use is being} 
made of the farms at present ? 


(Juestions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 1 stated the 
other day that the Congested Districts 
Board were using them for migration 
purposes. They are doing their best to 
convert uneconomic into economic 
holdings—though the process may be a 
slow one. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the farms are now being 
merely used for grazing purposes ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board can 
only carry out its policy by degrees, and 
it surely is not necessary that farms 
should be derelict all the time the 
operation is going on. 





Irish Poor Law Commission. 

Me. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
S:cretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of | 
Ireland whether he can state how many | 
counties or portions of counties have yet | 

| 
| 
| 
| 





to be inquired into by the Poor Law | 
Commission; and whether he can state 
about what time the Poor Law Commis- 
sion will make their Report. 


Me. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners have vet to hold local inquiries | 
at Cork, Bantry, and Mallow. They | 
hope to present their Report towards 
the close of the present vear. 


Boyle Disturbances. 

Mr. DISRAELI: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether his attention has been | 
directed to the circumstances of an | 
attack at the house of a Mr. Magennis, | 
neat Boyle, county Roscommon; and | 
whether he is aware that volleys of shots 
were fired at the house by men concealed | 
inthe shrubbery, Mr. Magennis and his | 
men replying with revolver and gun 
shots ; and, seeing that the attack lasted 
between two and three hours, whether 
he can state how many persons were 
injured, and whether the police have as 
yet made any arrests, 


Me. WALTER LONG: I have 
teceived police reports as to this 
occurrence. The police are pursuing their 
investigation, an¢ 7atil the matter has 
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been thoroughly sifted it would be pre- 
mature to make any detailed announce- 
ment uponit. I may, however, state that 
none of the inmates of the house were 
injured, but glass in three windows was 
broken. No arrests have been made. 


Questions. 


Mr. DISRAELI: Am I to understand 
that after three hours figkting no arrests 
were made ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: “ Fighting” 
involves the presence of two parties, and 
in this case the second party has not yet 
been discovered. 


Mr. DELANY: Will 4the right hon, 
Gentleman send to the hon. Gentleman 
who put this Question a copy of his state- 
ment that Questions put in this House 
should not be founded on statements in 
the “yellow” Press ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Kerry Assizes. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I bez to ask the 


| Chief Secre arv to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether he can state the number 
of criminal cases tried and te sentences 
pas‘ed by Lord Justice H»lmes at the 
Kerry Assizes during the present month ; 
and also, whether he can state wha: is 
the condition of the county of Kerry. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: One case, in 
which a sentence of twenty-four hours 
imprisonment was passed. The prisoner 
had been in custody for three months. 
The county is on the whole in a fairly 
satisfactory condition, but I regret to 
say that it is still necessary to afford 
police protection to twenty-two persons 
as the result of agrarian disputes. 
Twelve of these persons are receiving 
constant protection, 


Land. Purchase Agreements. 

Me. MURPHY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of the 
decision of Mr. Justice Meredith in the 
case of King-Harman, landlord, Hayes, 
tenant, under Section 5 of the Land Act, 
1903, to the effect that the Estates 
Commissioners had no power to inspect 
the holding to inquire into the equity of 
the price‘as between landlord and tenant, 
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and of the fact that in the case mentioned 
the Commissioners reported that the 
lands were only value for £460 but that 
the agreed price was £571, he will take 
steps to enable the Commissioners to 
inquire as to the value of holdings sold 
in order to prevent prices being paid 
beyond the value of the holding, 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: From the re- 
port of the case in the Irish Law Times, 
the effect of the judgment would appear 
to be that when an agreement has been 
entered inte between a landlord and tenant 
for the sale of a holding at a certain price, 
both parties desiring that the sale shall 
be carried out, and the security to the 
State being adequate, the Estates Com- 
missioners have no power under Section 5 
to treat the two parties as incapable of 
entering into a valid contract and to refuse 
to approve of the agreement, except in 


cases in which a Court of Equity would , 
The Government have no | 


interfere. 
power to direct the Commissioners to put 
a particular construction on any provision 
of the statute, or to act in violation of its 
declared meaning. 


Mr. MURPHY : 
Gentleman take steps to prevent land 
being sold at excessively high rates ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have every 
confidence that the Estates Commissioners 
will lock after this matter. 


Dublin Probate Court—The Clerk of the 
Seat. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that in the Pro- 
bate Court, Dublin, there is a function- 
ary known as the “clerk of the seat,” 
whose annual salary is £439 4s.; whether 
he can give the name of this employee ; 
whether he can state what his duties are; 
how many days in the year, and for 
how many hours each day he is engaged 
in the discharge of his duties; and 
whether he is entitled to a pension. 


*Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- 
pDisH, Derbyshire, W.): There is no 
longer any such office in the Principal 
Probate Registry. 
place is now filled by Mr. Marrable, a 
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first-class clerk, His salary, like that of 
other-first class clerks, is £350—£15— 
£150, and he has reached his maximum 
salaryof £450. His duties are concerned 
with the grants of Probate and Letters of 
Administration. He is engaged on his 
duties during the whole year with 
the exception of the vacation of two 
months which is allowed to the clerks 
under the Act 22-23 Vic. cap. 31, sec. 31, 
and the public holidays as set forth in 
Order 63 (4) of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, Ireland, 1905. He is entitled toa 
pension, The office hours are 11 to 4 
ordinarily and 11 to 2 during the long 
vacation. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: 
gift is this appointment ? 


In whose 


I must 


*Mr. VICTOR CAVEND&SH : 
ask for notice of that Question. 


Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: What is the 
meaning of “clerk of the seat ?” 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: That has 


_ been explained in my Answer. 


Signatures in Irish on Postal Orders. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : I beg 
_to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
‘he is aware that the postal officials in 
Castlerea refused, on June 26th, to cash 
a postal order presented by Mr. Tomas 
O’Heidhin because he signed his name 
in Irish and in Trish characters; that 
they also refused, on the same date, to 
issue a money order for £5 to him, because 
he refused to sign the application form 
otherwise than Tomas O’Heidhin; 
whether his attention has been drawn 
to the matter already; and whether, in 
view of the fact that Mr. O’Heidhin has 
been for the past eight months teacher 
of Irish in the parish and is well known 
to the postal officials, he will issue in- 
structions to this post office to cash the 
posta! order when next presented by Mr. 
O’Heidhin. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am investigating 
the case referred to by the hon. Member, 
and will communicate the result to him. 


Supply of Electricity Bill. 
Mr. LOUGH: Having regard to the 


| fact that the Supply of Electricity Bill is 
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urgently needed, may I ask if the Govern- | 


ment intend to take it up ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said _ he 
understood this measure was not uncon- 
troversial, and, if so, there was little hope 
of its passing this session. 


Mr. LOUGH: There is no Amendment 
down to it. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not a 
sure index of the absence of opposition. 
I cannot sav more than I have done, 


Redistribution—Government Method 
of Procedure. 


*51r J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- 
shire, Chippenham): I beg to ask whether, 
in view of the withdrawal of the Redistri- 
bution Resolutions, the Prime Minister 
intends to defer the appointment of 
the Boundary Commission until the Bill 
is introduced and the principle accepted 
by the House of Commons next session. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: If mv hon, 
friend’s Question means, as I suppose it 
does, whether I shall defer the investiga- 
tion by a Committee or Commission, as 
the case may be, until we meet again 
next session, my Answer must be quite 
distinctly in the negative. 


*sir. J. DICKSON-PONDER: Will 
the instruction the right hon. Gentleman 
will give to the Boundary Commission 
be based on the proposals which have 
been withdrawn from the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think I 
can give an Answer to the hon. Gentle. 
man, and I certainly should not bedisposed 
to limit the labours of the Committee or 
Commission if I thought that by extend- 
ing their scope information useful to the 
House when we introduce the Bill would 
be obtained. 


Ste H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[s there any precedent for a Boundary 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not 
aware, though I may be wrong, of any 
precedent to the contrary. I do not 
remember any case where the contrary 
course, of having a Parliamentary man- 
date to appoint a Commission, was 
followed, 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Commissioners are named in the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the right hon. Gentleman quite appre- 
hends my meaning. In the case, for 
example, of the first Reform Bill of 
1831, Lord Russell, or the Government of 
the day, did put the names of the Com- 
missioners in that Bill, and so far asked 
for Parliamentary powers. But the Bill 
was thrown out in the Lords, and Lord 
Russell, I think very properly, proceeded 
to appoint the Commissioners without the 
authority of Parliament. 


Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
He had the authority of the House of 
Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They asked the 
authority of Parliament, but they did not 
get it. As far as I can remember, Mr. 
Gladstone’s investigations in 1866, under 


, Lord Russel!’s Government, were carried 


Commission, or anything in the nature of | 


4 Boundary Commission, being appointed 
except under the authority of Parliament, 
except in a case where there is an 
agreement in the House of Commons on 
the subject ? 





on without Parliamentary authority. 
As far as I remember, in 1867 Mr. Dis- 
raeli brought in Resolutions which did 
ask for House of Commons’ authority, but 
he withdrew his Resolutions, and I believe 
that such investigations as he desired to 
carry out were carried out without the 
mandate of Parliament. In 1884 Mr. 
Gladstone, before the concordat—though 
IT do not see what constitutional effect a 
concordat has or could have—appointed 
what he called 2 Committee to look into 
these questions of Redistribution. There 
was then a concordat, and then Parlia- 
ment was summoned together, and then 
he announced to Parliament,in introducing 
his Redistribution Act of 1884, which 
ultimately became law, that the Com- 
mission had been some time at work and 
had made, if I remember aright, important 
advances in their labours. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): The statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman is hardly correct. 
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The Commission was not actually! Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 


appointed until after the agreement had 
been come to between the two Parties. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. The 
Commission was not appointed, but 
the Committee was. If my memory 
serves me right, the Committee consisted 
of three members, to whom two were 
added, and they formed the Commission, 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What we are anxious to get at is this. 
Of course we should all agree that the 
right hon, Gentleman may make any 
inquiry or investigation he likes if he is 
proposing this course merely for the 
purpose of obtaining a little more informa- 
tion upon this subject than he appears 
at present to enjoy. But such a Com- 
mittee is a different thing from an 
authoritative body giving an avthorita- 
tive Report which is to be used as a 
weapon—if | may employ the phrase— 
to compel the House of Commons to- 
agree to a certain course in the session 
when the Bill is introduced. | 


Molton): Which of the precedents the 


Prime Minister has quoted does he in- 


tend to follow ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: One of the pre- 
cedents I propose to follow is Mr. Glad- 
stone’s precedent, in which he said nothing 
whatever to the House of Commons on 
the subject. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Why with these 
precedents before him did the right hon. 
Gentleman bring forward the Redistribu- 
tion Resolution at all ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It would have 
been extremely inconvenient both to the 
House and the country if the general 
lines on which the Government based 
their policy had not been made public 
and the subject of general criticism. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN: 
Then these, mutatis mutandis, are gener- 
ally the lines upon which the right hon. 
Gentleman will proceed ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lam not quite 


i] . ° 
sure that I know what mutatis mutandis 


Mr: A.J. BALFOUR: There is no such 
thing as an authoritative weapon ; nor is 
this House to be intimidated, I take it, 
by the Report of any Commission, how- 
ever constituted or by whom appointed. 
When a Bill is introduced dealing with 
Redistribution, it would be very desirable 
that the House should have all the 
information at the disposal of the Govern- 
ment; but that the House would be 
coerced by that information to carry out 
the recommendations of the Commission | 
is wholly inconsistent with our tradition ; 
and is a chimerical fear which no man 
need entertain. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Can the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
it is his intention that the Bill of next 
session should be substantially on the 
same lines as the Resolution with which 
we have just parted, and whether the 
limit of 18,500 is to be maintained ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: That will, of 
course, in part depend upor the informa- 
tion we derive between this and the 
introduction of the Bill next session. 


| House to 


means in this connection. I certainly 
propose that any Committee which we 
may appoint shall start with a general 
knowledge of the views by which the 
Government have reached the proposals 
which they have submitted to the House. 
Whether those views will suffer any 
change in the course of the investigation 
by the Committee is a thing which it is 
impossible to foresee at the present 
moment. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Is the 
understand that the Com- 
mittee or the Commission which the 
Government propose to appoint is to be 
appointed without the instructions to 
them being made public. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Mr. Gladstone 
made no public announcement. I do not 
know that I am bound to follow Mr. 
Gladstone’s precedent, but there is 
great deal to be said for it. 


Irish Representation in the British 
Parliament. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8,): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
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whether, befere assenting to the Re- | 


distribution Resolutions, it had been 
brought to his knowledge that Mr. Pitt, 
when asked what guarantee the Irish 
people had that the British Parliament 
would not violate its pledges, replied 
publicly that Ireland had the guarantee of 
the honour of England ; and whether, now 
that this declaration has been brought 
to his knowledge, he can say whether 
it is intended to persevere with the 
proposal to reduce the Irish representation 
below the figure fixed by the Act of 
Union. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
agree with the hon. Gentleman’s view 
with regard to the character of the 
cbligations imposed by the Treaty of 
Union; but it would really be quite 
impossible to argue the subject across 
the floor of the House at Question time. 


Mr. MACV EAGH asked whether, before 
the right hon. Gentleman dratted his 
Redistribution Resolutions, Mr. Pitt’s 
replv was brought to his attention. 


Me. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, §.) 
asked whether the Prime Minister agreed 
with Mr, Pitt. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I agree with 
Mr. Pitt that nothing this House is likely 
to do will interfere with the honour of 
England. 


Redistribution Anomalies. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, S.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he is aware that under his 
proposed scheme seven British county 
constituencies, 2e., Bute 18,641, Rutland 
19,719. Radnor 25,821, Sutherland 
21,259. Peebles and Selkirk 19,106, Ber- 
wick 30,795, and Flint 21,559, making a 
total population ot 154,868, will return 
Seven Members of Parliament, whereas 
the county of Dublin, with a population 
ot over 2,000 more than the above total, 
is only given two Members; and 
whether, in view of the disparity in the 
population of these Parliamentary con- 
Stituencies, he will revise the proposed 
distribution of seats in accordance with 
more equitable principles. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 


Gentleman has pointed out that under 
the Bill of the Government there would 
be disparities, and there would always be 
disparities in any measure not based 
upon equal electoral areas. That pro- 
position does not require proving, I 
accept it, it is undoubtedly true ; but I 
do not think it a conclusive argument 
against the proposals of the Government. 


Mr. MOONEY : But will not the Bill 
create further electoral disparities / 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, the hon. 
Gentleman has not proved that it would 
create electoral disparities. It would 
leave some electoral disparities untouched. 


Kincardineshire and Redistribution. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he is aware that at present 
the population of Kincardineshire is 
39,846, and the average population of 
the two seats in the neighbouring borough 
of Aberdeen is 71,864; and that under 
the Redistribution scheme it is proposed 
to take away nearly one-fourth part of 
the population of Kincardineshire and 
throw it into the borough of Aberdeen, 
and that the disparity between Kincar- 
dineshire and the borough of Aberdeen 
will thus be increased 50 per cent.; and 
whether, as the ostensible purpose of 
the scheme is to reduce the present 
disparity in the population of Parlia- 
mentary constituencies, he will undertake 
to alter the Resolution accordingly. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ do not deny 
that this Bill does not produce equal 
electoral areas; it does not produce them 
because it was not destined to produce 
them. 


Mr. CROMBIE asked whether this 
was not acase not only of leaving in- 
equalities which existed, but of magnify- 
ing them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not agree 
with that inference, nor do I think we can 
argue the question across the floor of the 
House; but if the hon. Gentleman asks 
me for an assurance that cases like this 
will be considered, my reply is that they 
will be considered. 
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South Down and Redistribution. | 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not see 


any interstices in the period now remain- 


First Lord of the Treasury whether his | ing to us, 


attention has been called to the the fact | 
that, under the Redistribution proposals, | 
South Down will have only one Member | 
for a population of 58,000, whilst three | 
British counties, Buteshire, Rutlandshire, 


and Sutherlandshire, will have three | 


Members for a similar population ; and | 


whether, in view of the fact that the Re- 
distribution proposals are introduced 
with the object of removing electoral 
disparities, he proposes to so amend them 
as to give to South Down a representa- 
tion proportionate to that proposed to be 
given to Buteshire, to Rvutlandshire, or 
to Sutherlandshire. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
I can add anything to the Answer I have 
already given. 


————_ 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked whether, 
in view of the change in the programme 
of Government business, the right hon. 
Gentleman could give the House any 


further information as to the course of | 
business and the duration of the session. | 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: My hopes about 
the session are unchanged. I| hope it 


will be possible to bring it to a conclusion | 


at the end of the second week in August. 
The removal out of the Parliamentary 
path of the Redistribution Resolution 
may, I hope, facilitate the passage of legis- 
lation which otherwise would have been 
greatly imperilled. More than that I 
have nothing to say. 


Mr. DALZIEL: When will the right | 


hon. Gentleman be able to 


business ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I had _ better 
follow precedent and defer that until the 
time comes for suspending the 12 o’clock 
tule, when I shall make the usual state- 
ment about public business, 


-* Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is it quite settled we are not to have 
three extra days for Supply ? 


| aware that out of 146 Votes to be 


make a) 
general statement as to the course of | 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
sub- 
mitted to the House only sixteen have as 
yet been passed; and under these cir- 
cumstances is the Government going for 
the first time since the new rules were 
passed to reduce the time allotted to 
Supply ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
that the passage of a Vote affords the 
smallest indication in modern practice of 
the time devoted to the discussion of 
Supply. I think we have devoted quite an 
enormous amount of time tc the discus- 
sion of Supply this year. 


| NAVAL WORKS !CONSOLIDATED FUND). 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House will, To-morrow, resolve 
itself into a Committee to consider of 
making further provision for the con- 
struction of works in the United Kingdom 
'and elsewhere for the purposes of the 
Royal Navy, and of authorising the pay- 
ment, out of the Consolidated Fund, of 
such sums as may be necessary for those 
purposes (King’s Recommendation signi- 
fied).”—(Mr. Pretyman.) 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Bofoughs) 
thought that, as this was the preliminary 
| stage to the introduction of another Naval 
| Works Bill, the House ought to have some 
| statement on the subject from the Secre- 
| tary to the Admiralty. eo 
ae a bid 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Under the Standing 
| Orders no statement could be ‘made jat 
‘this stage. 


| Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dur 
dee): In what position will it be on the 
| Orders to-morrow ? 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
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BaLrour, Manchester, E.) said he did it intended to take the Second Reading 
not,think the Bill was a very controversial “that day. 
measure, but he should be glad to come 


to some arrangment with the other side 
as to the stage most convenient for a dis- 


cussion of its policy. 


Mr. DALZIEL 


(Kirkealdy Burghs) 


Mr, A, a. 
would be quite as well to take the debate 


BALFOUR suggested it 


on the Committee stage, 


asked if it were not the case that the Bill 


could not possibly be circulated before 
Under those circumstances was 


Friday. 
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Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said that in the unavoidable absence ot 
his hon. friend the Member for Halifax he 
desired in a very few words to move the 
ins:ruction which stood on the Paper. 
He thought, if ever there was a case in 
which an instruction of this kind ought 
to be moved, it was in regard to this 
Bill. It dealt with two separate and 
distinct questions, and the point raised 
by the instruction was whether or not 
the Government had been justified in 


dealing with these two separate pro- | 


positions at the present time and under 
the present circumstances. The first 


object of the Bill was to deal with a state | 


of affairs that prevailed throughout 


Scotland and to which no Government | 


could turn a deaf ear, and he thougat 


there was a teeling of gratitude throughout | 


the whole of Scotland thatthe Government 
had dealt with that unfortunate state ot 
affairs with the least possible delay. The 
Bill was solely due to the decisioa of the 
House of Lords in the dispute between the 
Free Church andthe United Free Church, 
and that part of the case for the Bill 
was. he thought, unanswerable. It was 
backed up by the unanimous opinion 
of the whole of Scotland, and the Govern- 
ment in the action they had taken were, 
he ventured to say, supported almost 
unanimously by both political Parties 
for Scotland. 


The instruction 
with the merits of 
Church as with the policy of introducing 
it at the present time, and he ventured 
to say that without this crisis with regard 
to the Free Church and the United Free 
Church the Government would never 
have brought the fifth Clause forward. 
There was no mandate for it and it had 
no driving force of public opinion behind 
it. If there had been any urgent demand 
for it, the Government would have found 
time necessary to carry a Bill, and, if 
they were convinced of the urgency for 
it, he had no doubt they would be able 
to find the necessary time next session 
to pass it. He would especially press 
the point that this instruction did not 
raise the merits of the fifth Clause. There 
might be many hon. Members on both 
sides of the House opposed to Establish- 
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| ment in Scotland who would hesitate 
| some time before they would deny full 
freedom with regard to the administra- 
tion of that Church. That point was not 
raised at the present time. The only 
point raised was whether the Govern- 
ment was wise or not, in dealing with 
a serious state of affairs in Scotland 
affecting two particular Churches, to 
take advantage of the crisis to introduce 


an altogether outside proposal. He 
hoped, therefore, the Government at 


this late hour would seriously consider 
Whether they ought not to give the 
Committee the power he asked. He 
believed their action in doing so would 
| be received with satisfaction by the 
| great body of public opinion in Scotland 
and would tend to secure the 


| of the Bill. 


passage 


| Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 


and Kinross) seconded. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘‘ That it be an instruction to 
the Committee that they have power 
to divide the Bill into two parts, 
separating the provision relating to the 
Established Church of Scotland from 
those relating to the Free and the United 
Free Church.” —(Mr. Da/ziel.) 





*THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) said he 
could not, as the House was perfectly 
aware, agree to the Motion, and he 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would not press 
it. He had lately stated the views he 
held on the matter. In dealing with this 
question they must deal with it as a 
whole, and to his mind Clause 5 was an 
essential part of the Bill for the settle- 
ment of the question. He would remind 
the hon. Member who had moved that 
the Leader of the Opposition, speaking 
of this very instruction, which was in the 
name of the hon. Member for Halifax, 
said, on the Second Reading of the Bill, 
that it was a matter which could be dealt 
with in Committee. He thought that 
Was quite true. - 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs). Not this instruction. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said the hon. 





Member for Halifax had an instruction to 
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divide the Bill into two Bills, and the 
Leader of the Opposition said that, 
whether the form in which he had framed 
the instruction was right or wrong, the 
hon. Member was perfectly right in 
moving, because the two things were 
totally distinct. That, however, 
not the point. The conclusion of the 
matter, according to the right hon. Gen- 


tleman’s opinion, was that it could be) 


dealt with in Committee. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That is the second barrel of the gun. 


*Mr. SCOTT-DICKSON said that un- | 


doubtedly, if the hon. Gentleman’s 
point were a sound one, it could be dealt 
with in Committee by moving that Clause 
5 should be omitted. 


Mr. DALZIEL said the instruction 
raised a question purely of policy, but, 
when they came to the fifth Clause, the 
division would be taken on that clause. 
The instruction simply dealt with the 
action of the Government and the policy 
of putting two propositions into one Bill. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said hethought 


every Member—he was quite sure he 


might say every Scotch Member—wanted | 
The | 


to get to the business of the Bill. 
instruction was one which he could not 
accept. and he accordingly trusted that, 


without spending time on what he might | 


be permitted to term technicalities, they 


would get to the Bill on its merits and | 
see whether they could not secure such | 


a measure as he had already said more 


than once, both on the introduction of | 


the Bill and on its Second Reading, was 


one which concerned all the Presbyterian | 
Churches, and had not only as regarded | 


the first but also as regarded the fifth 
Clause an important effect as to the pro- 
spect of the future union of all the Presby- 
terian Churches. He was satisfied there 
was a large body of public opinion in 
Scotland in favour of Clause 5 as well as 


of the rest of the Bill; and on these | 
grounds, therefore, he submitted that the | 


instruction was not one which the House 
should assent to and that they should 
get to the Bill. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 


said the right hon. Gentleman on 


Mr. Scott Dickson. 
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a previous occasion urged, and he had 
now repeated the opinion, that the Bill 
should be dealt with as a whole. It was 
precisely because it was not a whole that 
| the instruction was moved. There was 
no real substantial connection between 
Clause 5 and the rest of the Bill. He 
did not propose at that particular stage 
to discuss the merits of Clause 5, but he 
did not think it could be denied that it 
| was a totally foreign element introduced 
/into a matter which ought to be kept 
single, which ought to be treated as 
urgent, and which, he believed, was 
now practically in course of being settled 
to the satisfaction of most of those 
concerned, thanks to the concessions that 
the Government had made. But this 
fifth Clause was a foreign body altogether, 
and he, therefore, thought it was not un- 
reasonable that his hon. friend should 
move the instruction, which he should 
support. The right hon. Gentleman had 
quoted some words that he had used. 
He merely expressed the opinion that 
this particular way of dealing with the 
matter might not be the usual form. 
| He had in his recollection several oceca- 
sions when the Chair had decided that an 
|instruction was not in order for some 
reason or other, and that was the sense 
in which he said that it might not be in the 
proper form. He was in entire agreement 
with the idea of the instruction, and he 
thought his hon. friend was certainly 
entitled to bring the question forward 
| as he had done. 





| 
| 


Mr. LLOYD -GEORGE = (Carnarvon 
| Poroughs) said it was with some 
trepidation that he intervened in 


a Scotch matter, and he only did so 
because it established a serious precedent 
for England and Wales. If this clause 
'were to be inserted in a Scotch Bill 
' dealing with the Scotch Establishment, 
there was no reason why a similar 
one should not be inserted in an 
_English Bill dealing with the English 
Establishment. They knew perfectly 
well that a claim had _ been _ put 
forward by a section of the clergy from 
which they had much to fear, certainly 
from the Protestant point of view, and 
| that was the reason why the Protestant 
| section of the Church itself had already 
taken steps to protest against this par 
He thought they had 


| ticular clause. 
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a serious precedent. For the first time 
it gave absolute powers of self-govern- 
ment; it created not merely an autonomy 
but an independent authority. Here 
was a ‘hurch with national endowments, 
and the control of those endowments 
was to be absolutely given to that Church 
without reference to Parliament. It 
was undoubtedly a precedent of a very 
serious character. He was not going to 
discuss the merits of the clause ; he only 
referred to it by way of establishing his 
proposition. Power was given to the 
General Assembly. on the voice of the 
majority of the Presbyteries, to alter the 
formularies of the Church, and that meant 
practically altering the doctrines of the 
Church. 


He was afraid the right hon. Gen- 
tleman had taken the same view of the 
Church formularies as he did of polities— 
that it really did not matter, that the part - 
cular formula of subscription was no indi- 
cation of one’s private opinion. When one 
said “retaliation” and “‘ protection,” it 
did not matte”; it amounted to the samer 
thing. Surely when one signed a formula 
saving he believed inacertain Confession 
of Faith, it meant, amongst honourable 
men, that one really did believe in that 
Confession of Faith; and if they altered 
that formula in any way it meant that 
people who did not believein that Confes- 
sion of Faith need not necessarily be ex- 


cluded from the Church. He was not | 


complaining of that. He was in favour 
of giving the greatest breadth in Churches. 
He thought it was the only possible way 
in which they could develop an intelligent 
religion in any country; but if the 
Established Church wanted this freedom 
it ought to pay the price like any other 
Church. This power was given to the 
Scotch Church under conditions which 
were not given to the United Free 
Church of Scotland. Freedom was given | 
to the United Free Church, but it had | 
to pav a heavy price. Why should they | 
make an exception in the case of the 
National Church, which was endeavouring 
to secure freedom without paying a price 
for it? It might not be a serious matter | 
in Scotland where they were all more or | 
less Presbyterians, but in England it was | 
a very serious matter indeed. 
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There was no doubt a very powerful 
_ section of the Church whose motives were 
creating a good deal of uneasiness and 
anxiety amongstthe Protestantcommunity 
of this country. Supposing they had the 
same clause inserted in an English Bill, 
what would it mean? For the General 
Assembly they would substitute Con- 
vocation, and they would say that Con- 
vocation, with the consent of the majority 
of the rural diocesan conferences, could 
alter the formularies of the Church of 
England, and anyone who knew the condi- 
tion of things in the Church of England 
knew what a serious thing that would be. 
It would mean that Convocation might 
convert, by a mere vote of the diocesan 
conferences, the Church into a Catholic 
Church. He did not think the House of 
Commons ought to create a precedent 
for that, and that it ought not to allow 
the alteration of the formularies of sub- 
scription without reference to Parliament 
itself. Parliament was likely to be 
Protestant for some time to come, but 
he could quite see where this had come 
from. It had come from Canterbury. 
He was perfectly certain of it. It was 
a suggestion from Canterbury with a view 
to eventualities. Probably it could not 
be done in the course of the present Parlia- 
ment, though no one knew what might 
not be done, for the Government was 
capable of anything; but at any rate it 
might be done in some future Parliament. 
He had heard of a claim put forward by 
very powerful supporters of the Govern- 
ment. It was, for instance, exactly what 
the hon. Member for Greenwich had been 
claiming for the Church of England, and 
he might in the future quote this as a 
precedent in support of his case. It was 
simply a great flanking movement. It 
was represented asa march on Edinburgh, 
but its real objective was Canterbury. 


THe PRIME MINISTER and 
FIRST LORD or tHe TREAS- 
URY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): May I ask, on a point of order, 
whether it is proper to discuss the 
merits of Clause 5, or whether we are 
not confined to the question of whether 
Clause 5 should not be converted int 
a separate Bill? Your ruling will have 
some effect upon the course of debate. 

28 
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Mr. DALZIEL: May I further submit 
to you whether it would not be in order 
to refer to the merits of Clause 5, in so 
far as they are reasons for making the 
clause a separate Bill ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The instruction 
cannot very well be discussed without 
referring to Clause 5 and the general 
principle it contains, but obviously it 
would not be right to discuss the merits 
of it at length. I was thinking of rising 
towards the conclusion of the speech 
of the hon. Member for Carnarvon, but 
as he began by saying he did not intend 
to discuss the merits of the clause, | 
concluded he was not going to do so. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
said the Bill arose entirely out of a pri- 
vate dispute between the majority and 
minority of the original Free Church, 
and Parliament was dealing with a 
purely private question of property 
which had nothing whatever to do with 
the religious views of either one side or 
the other. Parliament was dealing with 
a matter in the same way as if an educa- 
tional endowment had become inopera- 
tive and it had been appealed to, and 
the case was the same as if they were 
dealing with a private Bill upstairs. 
Parliament was simply dealing with 
a question of civil property as between 
two bodies of a Church. What on earth 


had their formularies or their views 
ou religious questions to do with 
that? It was merely an accident that 


the property belonged to a Church. 
Clause 5 was therefore altogether ultra 
vires. It was said that the people of 
Scotland would be willing to give the 
Established Church freedom. That 
might be so, but it would not tend to the 
dignity of the Established Church to 
say that they found a Church in dis- 
tress in regard to its funds, and 
took advantage of that to put into 
a Bill a clause giving them certain 
powers in order to carry out ecclesias- 
tical views of their own. It would 
always rankle in the minds of the people 
of Scotland. The relative position of 


the Church of Scoltand was in no way 
affected by the mere circumstance of 
any division of property which would 
take place under the Bill. 
have 


It would 


been much better for the 
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Government to agree to the proposed 
instruction, They had already got a 
Second Reading of the clause which was 
a substantial matter, and while Clause 5 
was being considered as a separate Bill 
the remainder of the measure, for which 
so much urgency existed, could be dealt 
with in the other House. The acceptance 
of the instruction would greatly facilitate 
the passage of the Bill and save the 
irritation which every part of the com- 
munity would otherwise feel at advantage 
being taken of another’s distress to 
secvre an ecclesiastical benefit to the 
Established Church. 


Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkcud- 
brightshire) said that unless more rapid 
progress was made there would be little 
prospect of passing the Bill, and that, he 
thought, was sufficient justification for 
opposing the instruction. He believed 


that a great number of the United 
Presbyterians approved of the insertion 


of this clause, and that the same view 
was held by a large number of Members 
of that House. It was unanimously 
recommended by the Gentral Assembly 
after full discussion, and, therefore, it 
could hardly be said to have come from 
Canterbury or any other similar quarter. 
He hoped the Motion would not be 
pressed, and that the House would be 
unanimous in endeavouring to pass the 
Bill as soon as possible. With the ex- 
ception of this debateable clause the Bill 
was framed to secure, not convenience, 
but justice and equity, and, that being 
so, he hoped that no time would be lost 
in passing the measure into law. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) pointed 
out that the only impediment to the 
rapid progress of the Bill lay in Clause 5. 
With that exception the measure had 
become practically uncontroversial—by 
which he did not mean that there were 
not points in regard to which the Bill 
could be improved, and upon which the 
Government would be pressed to make 
further concessions, but broadly speaking 
the Bill was not controversial as between 
the two sides of the House except in re- 
gard to Clause 5. The prospects of the Bill 
were seriously injured by the introduc- 
tion of that clause, as it raised questions 
which ought to be considered altogether 
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apart from the differences between the 
two branches of the old Free Church, and 
involved large issues in which England 
and Wales were directly interested. 
Those matters should be dealt with 
separately, in order that they might be 
considered on their merits. Thev could 
not be so considered under the present 
arrangement, and, therefore, he regretted 
the decision to which the Lord-Advocate 
had come. 


Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) said that, as 
an Englishman who did not pretend to be 
an expert on Scotch ecclesiastical matters, 
he failed to see how Clause 5 could be an 
integral part of the Bill, and he did not 
) that the Government would 
drop the measure if they failed 
tocarry that clause. It raised points 
many Members felt verv 
strongly, and it would an act 
of courtesy to allow the House to 
pronounce an opinion on the merits of 
the remainder of the Bill, leaving this 
dause to be discussed subsequently if 
the Government thought it necessary. 
It was probably not the intention of the 
Government, but this clause might 
accidentally develop into a precedent for 
dealing with troubles in the English 
Church. All Establishment involved uni- 
lormity, and uniformity must be subject 
to that House, and inso far as the control 
of formulas was handed over to a Church, 
so far that Church ceased to be estab- 
lished. That was the view which he in 
common with many others held, and he 
nentioned it to show how large were the 
questions raised by this clause, and to 
uge the Prime Minister to meet the 
genuine desire of Members on that side of 
the House, so that they might assist in 
the carrying out of that part of the Bill 
with which all agreed, without having 
to deal with the matters involved in 
(Clause 5. 


lieve 


en which 
be 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) thought the Prime Minister 
ust see that the inclusion of Clause 5 
was not going to facilitate the passage 
ot the Bill. He would not attempt to 
litt the veil which hung over the origin 
ot the clause, but if it were ever reached 
le hoped to move an Amendment raising 
all the issues referred to by the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon. The point 
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which appealed to him in favour of the 
instruction was the fact that owing to 
its being included in this Bill it was 
impossible to get the unbiassed Scotch 
opinion on the clause. He did not wish 
to be offensive, but Scotch Free Church 
Members collectively were rather in the 
position of the proverbial donkey who 
saw a bunch of carrots in front of him 
which he was determined to get; their 
minds were thereby obscured and ren- 
dered incapable of giving an impartial 
judgment on this clause. English 
Members had a right to protest against 
anything that prevented the obtaining 
of the clear and unbiassed judgment of 
the Scotch intellect, which was so much 
valued, especially upon Church matters, 
and for that reason he should support 
the Amendment. 


*Mr. J. A. CAMPBELL (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) was surprised 
that hon. Members should say there was 
a want of connection between this clause 
and the rest of the Bill. Those who held 
that view must have forgotten how much 
the subject of creed subscription entered 
into the judgment of the House of Lords. 
The clause related to the relaxation, 
under certain limitations, of the formula 
of subscription for ministers of the Church 
of Scotland. The subject of creed sub- 
scription was not left by the de- 
cision of the House of Lords as _ it 
had been before. There was no 
denying that expressions used, notably 
by the Lord Chaneellor, gave a 
much more rigid interpretation to creed 
subscription than was generally under- 
stood and practised. All along they had 
had to contend against the over-scrupu- 
lousness of some persons who shrank 
from signing the Confession because 
they thought their signature bound them 
down to every expression in it. He 
could not say that he hal met with 
many of these over-scrupulous persons 
among his own friends. He himself, with 
others, had signed the Westminster 
Confession of Faith without hesitation. 
He hai signed it in a broad and liberal 
sense, and he found that others had done 
the same, But still there were people 
who were disposed to put a more rigid 
interpretation upon creed subscription, 
and their views in this matter seemed to 
receive some support from the decision 
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of the House of Lords. 


when Parliament was dealing with a Bill 
the object of which was to remedy a | 
very unhappy state of things in Scotland 
which had resulted from that decision, it 


So that now! 
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rest 


seemed not unfitting to remove at the 


same time a grievance which the Church 


of Scotland complained of, and which 


had been aggravated by opinions 
expressed in reaching that decision. 25. 
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Harcourt, Lewis 


Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C.B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 


Mr. J, A. Campbell, 








Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonsbh. ) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitton, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 

Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 

M'Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Moulton, John Fletcher 

Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway),N 
Parrott, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J.A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan VY. 


NOES. 


Banner, John S. Harmood 
3athurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beatinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
RBigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Rond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Buxton, N.E(YorkNRWhitby 
Campbell, Rt. HnJ. A(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
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Upon these grounds he saw a natural 
| connection between this clause and the 
of the Bill, and he hoped the 
Government would stand firm and uphold 
the Bill as a whole. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 103; Noes. 
(Division List No, 293.) 


Price, Robert John 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Duiafries 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denhighs) 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, John. (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR( Northants 
Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, \V.R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay 1. 
White, George ( Norfolk) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Dalziel aud Mr. Eugene 
Wason. 


Chamberlain, RtHnJA (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. At hole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir J. C. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred D. 





Doughty, Sir George 
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i 
4 Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Everton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellice, Capt. EC(SAndrw’sBehs 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fergusson, RtHn.Sir J(Mane’r 
Fielaen, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Rt Hn SirR B(Inv'rn’ss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.VW.) 
Gardner, Ernest 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, W. Raymond(Cambs) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsev, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nde’ry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Heath, Arthur HowardHanley 
Heath, SirJas. (Staffords.N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge. Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb. Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn. Sir John H 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T (Denbigh 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
Knowles, Sir Lees 





Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law. Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W (Mile End 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 
Lege, Col. Hon. Heneage 
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Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Liddell, Henry 

Llewellyn, Even Henry 

Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, RtHn Walter (Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Re. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

MIver,Sir Lewis( EdinburghW 
MW’ Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richar Biddulph 
Maxwell,Rt HnSirHE(Wigt’n) 
Maxwell,W J H (Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner, RtHn. Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, WiJliam (Burnley) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hn. Robert Torrens 


Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 


Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Ranales, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
fenshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ritchie, Re. Hn. ChasThomson 
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, Roberts, Samuel (Sheffiela) 
Robertson, Herber. (Hackney 
Robinson, Brooke 
Reollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hn. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Co]. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skaw-Stewarc, Sir H( Renfrew 
Smith, RtHnJParker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Ru. Hn. Lord (Lanes) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 

Stirting-Maxwell, Sir John M, 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, Jobn 

Strutt, Hn. Chas. Hedley 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Thornton, Perey M. 

Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond. Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 

Welby, Lt.-ColA.C.E(Taunton) 

Wharton, Rt.Hon. John Lloyd 

Whiteley, H. (AshtonundLyne 

Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 

Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Vilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks) 

Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 

Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 

Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Aclana-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 

‘lause ] :-— 

Mr. 


BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 


move an Amendment having the ob- 
ject of leaving the whole question of 
the allocation of property to the Com- 
Missioners without any reservation or 
special instructions. 


If this Amendment 





were accepted it would, he said, very 
much facilitate the passing of the Bill 
Why should they introduce reservations 
and restrictions on the discretion of the 
Commissioners ? Why should this House 
endeavour to instruct them in regard 
to what would be, perhaps, the most 
difficult part of the task they had to 
undertake ? The House knew from the 
general terms of the Bill that it would 
be the duty of the Commissioners to 
make an equitable division of property 
between the Free Church and the United 
Free Church, and the general line on 
which they were to make that equitable 
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division was indicated in the second | 
paragraph of the preamble as follows — | 

‘And whereas a Commission appointed to 
inquire into the matter have reported that the 
Free Church are unable adequately to carry 
out all trusts of the property, and that it is 
desirable to provide for the allocation thereof, | 
provision being made for the equipment of | 
the Free Church—” 

He thought the House might fairly 
trust the Commissioners to make a 
fair and equitable division of the pro- 
perty. All Scotch Members would allow 
that the Government had selected a 
fair body of men to discharge the duties 
of Executive Commissioners under the | 
Act. They had added to the Elgin 
Commissioners two gentlemen who were 
well known to many Members of the 
House—gentlemen of sound judgment, 
well acquainted with Scotch affairs, 
and admittedly impartial. He thought 
everyone must acknowledge the caution, 
wisdom, and impartiality with which 
Lord Elgin and his colleagues discharged 
the difficult task which was set to them. 
This Bill was based on the Report which 
that Commission presented to the House, 
and it was owing to that Report that 
things had gone on in Scotland without 
a much greater outburst of public feeling 
than there had been. On these general 
grounds he strongly urged the Govern- 


ment to consider whether it would | 
not be better to leave the whole | 
matter of the division and _ allocation | 
of property to the discretion of the 
Commi ‘sioners. 

He urged this course also on the 
ground that Scotch Members in the | 
House of Commons were in a small | 


minority, and all of them could not pre- 
tend to have complete and detailed 
knowledge of this question. The vast 
body of English Members could make 
no claim to a knowledge of the question. 
In Sub-sections 2 and 3 they were pro- 
posing to give instructions to the Elgin 
Commissioners, who were already pos- 
sessed of considerable light, and in the 
course of their inquiries they would have 
full light on the subject. If the House | 
indicated to them the general lines on 
which they were to go, they might safely 
trust that the Commissioners would not 
go beyond those lines, and that they 
would make an equitable settlement on | 
those lines. Sub-sections 2 and 3 had | 


Mr. Buchanan. 
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| difficulty there was in 
| specific instructions on this most intricate 
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assumed various forms since the Bill was 


| drafted. He did not blame the Lord. 
| Advocate for that. It showed his 


wisdom in endeavouring to accommodate 
himself to the views of those who were 


/most acquainted with the subject, but 


he did say that it also showed the great 
laying down 


part of the work which the Commission 
would have to do. The Commissioners 
would have full knowledge of the various 
proposals which had been made by the 
Government and the suggestions made 
by other Members, and it was certain!y 
to be expected that in their allocation 
of the property they would endeavour 
to meet what they had reason to believe 
was the general sense and opinion of the 
House of Commons and the Government 
upon this intricate question. He be- 
lieved that opinion in Scotland was 


| generally in favour of the Commissioners 


being entrusted with the allocation of the 
property, having regard to the views con- 
tained in the Report of the Elgin Com- 
mission. He thought a great deal of 
grievance would be avoided if Sub-sections 


;2 and 5 were left out, and if they left the 


whole matter to the discretion of the Com- 
missioners. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In paze li line 25, to leave out Sub-section 
(2)."°—L.Ur. Buchanan.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 


proposed to be left out stand pait of 


the clause.” 


THe PRIME MINISTER anpb FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.) said there 
was no doubt much that was tempting 
in the suggestion of the hon. Member, but 
it practically transferred any resper: 
sibility which this House might take wp 
on itself to the rather heavily-burdened 
shoulders of the five gentlemen whom 
the Government had appointed to carry 
out the Act. He would further re- 
mind the hon. Member that, tempting 
as the suggestion was, he did not think 
this House ought to thrust so heavy 
a reponsibility upon the Commissioners. 
No doubt the Commissioners would 
consider it a very sore burden to be borne, 


— 
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but he was influenced by other considera- 
tions than merely their convenience, for 
he did not think this House ought to 
set an example in this Bill of dealing with 
vast sums of money and property by hand- 
ing them over to the absolutely uncon- 
trolled action of these Commissioners with- 
out either laying down conditions before- 
hand, which must be fulfilled, or asking to 
see afterwards what had been the 
action taken for the purpose of approval. 
The last course everybody would feel 
to be impossible, for it would indefinitely 
postpone the settlement of the question, 
of which a rapid settlement was the very 
sssence, and he thought they were driven 
to the other alternative, and that was 
to lav down certain principles, not too 
narrow, or too detailed, but principles 
which might enable the Commissioners to 
understand what was the mind of Parlia- 
ment on the subject. He noticed that 
the hon. Gentleman himself in the course 
of his speech seemed conscious that the 
mind of Parliament ought to be con- 
sidered by the Commissioners. His 
suggestion as to the method by which this 
was to be attained was that the Com- 
missioners should read the debates and 
‘ousider the speeches and suggestions 
made by the members of the Government 
aid also by independent Members 
of the House, and so to form a sort 
oi general idea of the trend of opinion 
within this House and within the walls of 
the House of Lords. He did not deny 
that anybody accustomed to read between 
the lines of Parliamentary debates could 
in that way very often derive a fairly 
sound conclusion of what the House 


intended without consulting the 
actual propositions which had been 


formed in the divisiol lobby and which 
were recorded on the S:atute-book, but 
he did not think it would be right to 
require any body of men whom they 
appointed to carry out this definite fune- 
cion to collect their evidence by the painful 
process of excogitation and criticism of 
the rather heavy pages of Hansard. He 
thought it would be simpler to lay down 
the lines to be followed—not in elaborate 
tules—as they were laid down in this 
Bill. He did not think that course 
could do otherwise than give satisfaction 


tothe United Free Church. He tho -glit 
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that the legal Free Church would feel | 
extremely bitterly if there were no pro- | from his hon. friend. He had voted with 
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positions laid down which would in their 
opinion safeguard their interests as well 
as the interests of the other party to what 
he might call the suit. This considera- 
tion he would press with the more confi- 
dence, because he did not think the legal 
Free Church had in the House a single 
person, who felt that their interests were 
specially in his charge. He hoped they 
were all animated by a sense of justice 
and by a desire to see fair play. but it 
would not be denied that the great bulk 
of the House, to whichever Party they 
belonged, were in no sense representa- 
tives of the legal Free Church. and it, 
therefore, behoved them to do their best 
to frame the Bill in such a manner as 
would not give that Church any undue 
cause of complaint. If Parliament were to 
give money in bulk to the Commissioners, 
and leave the whole responsibility on 
their shoulders, he thought that would 
be unfair to the Commissioners and 
would arouse great suspicion and great 
misgiving in one party to the suit. He 
would, therefore, suggest that the hon. 
Member should not further the 
suggestion he had made. 


press 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) said he should 
like to ask the Prime Minister whether 
the body who had already heard the 
evidence on the question of the allocation 
of the property, and who would have 
further opportunities of examining the 
facts, were not better qualified to deter- 
mine the principles on which the alloca- 
tion should be made than the House of 
Commons, the great bulk otf whose 
Members were absolutely ignorant of the 
entire matter. It was on that ground 


they urged the Prime Minister to 
accept the Amendment. The only 
fear he had was that they might 


draw the line so strictly in regard to the 
principles that were to guide the Com- 
missioners that they would find them- 
selves compelled to do what they might 
think an injustice owing to the strictness 
of the lines laid down by the House. 
He would urge the Government to con- 
sider whether something could not be 
done in order to give a wider latitude to 
the Commissioners. 


*Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said 


he wished to support what had falien 
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the Government in the division on the | 
last Amendment, and in this case he 
also wanted as much freedom as_pos- 
sible. He thought it would be most 
desirable that the COmmissioners should 
be able to take into consideration all 
local circumstances, especially in the 
Highlands. He could suppose a case 
in which the majority of the congregation 
were on one side, while the greater 
part of the church work was being done 
by the minority. He believed that if 
the Lord-Advocate allowed the Com- 
missioners as much freedom as possible 
with as large powers as possible, this 


would do much to secure peace and, 
harmony on all sides. 
Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 


Burghs) said he desired. if he might 


presume to do so, to ask his hon 
friend the Member for East  Perth- 
shire to withdraw the Amendment. 


His general view was that if the clause 
in the Bill had stood as it was originally 
framed, he should certainly have pre- 
ferred that the Commission should be 
left a free hand. But he thought that 
the Government, on this matter—and he 
desired at once to make the acknow- 
ledgement — had behaved with con- 
siderateness since the Bill was printed. 
The negotiations prior to that date might 
have put the Bill into a different form, 
but looking to the body of the Amend- 
ment under which the Commissioners 
were to be appointed the Lord-Advocate 
seemed to believe that their position was 
to be absolutely trusted, and that they 
would have a statutory standard of 
conduct to guide them in dealing with a 
property so large. He did not conceal 
from the House that the whole proposal 
of the Bill was, from a Parliamentary 
point of view, a somewhat strong order. 
The appointment of an Executive Com- 
mission he had recognised from the first 
to be a very strong order only defensible 
on the ground that the complexities of 
the case were such that Parliamentary 
time would be consumed in what really 
were matters for a Commission. Now 
that they had the Elgin Commission ; 
now that they had a desire on both sides 
of the House; and now that they had 
concessions made by the Government 
with regard to the line of action in rela- 
tion to that Commission he would ask 


Mr. Ainsworth. 
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his hon. friend to withdraw the Ameid- 
ment, on the ground that it would upset 
the entire body of negotiations which 
had, so far, made satisfactory lines for 
the conduct of the Commission. If he 
put himself in the place of one of the 
Commissioners he would ask himself 
whether, in view of the delicate situa- 
tions which might arise, he would not 
feel more fortified in making awards 
under the Bill after Parliament had laid 
down the various lines for the Executive 
Commission than if there weré no such 
statutory powers. While largely sharing 
the feeling of those who supported it, 
he appealed to his hon. friend to con- 
sent to withdraw his Amendment. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he thought that 
he had pointed out a more excellent way ; 
but if the Government and some of his 
friends on his side of the House would 
not support him the responsibility would 
be theirs. Recognising that he should 
be in a minority he asked leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scot 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) said that 
the Amendment he wished to move was 
“In Clause 1, page 1, line 25, after 
the words ‘Commission,’ to insert 
the words ‘in making their allocation 
of property under this Act.’” If the 
Committee would kindly direct their 
attention to lines 5, 6, and 7 of page 2 
of the Bill they would see the following 
words :—viz., that the Commission had 
power— 

“To make special arrangements where 
several Church {buildings are situated in the 
same neighbourhood, and in any other eases 
which appear to them to require exceptional 
treatment.” 

In the course of the negotiations, to 
which the hon. and learned Member 
for the Border Burghs had referred, it 
was suggested that these words, as the 
Bill originally stood, would apply only 
to the case of allocation to the Free 
Church, and not to cases of allocation 
to the United Free Church. He could 
not agree to that view; but the words 
he now proposed to insert, “in making 
their allocation of property under this 
Act,” being general words were intended 
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to, and, he believed, would successfully 
prevent that reading of the concluding 
part of Sub-section 2 to which he had 
referred. It was on that ground that 
he begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 1, line 25, after the word ‘Com- 
mission,” to insert the words ‘in making 
their allocation of property under this Act.’ °— 
(The Lord-Advocate.) 


Question proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Siz ROBERT REID — (Dunifries | 
Burghs) asked whether the Lord - Ad- 
vocate was satisfied that the word 


? 


“allocation ” comprised both churches. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that that 
was undoubtedly his view. The point 
had been very carefully considered. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) said that, in 
view of the Amendment put down by 
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(Scotland) Bill 1110 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page I, line 25, to leave out from the word 
‘that,’ to the word ‘ with,’ in page 2, line 4, and 
insert the words * out of those who in the opinion 
of the Commission were members or adherents 
of the congregation on the thirtieth day of 
October, nineteen hundred, and are at the 
commencement of this Act both resident in 
the district, and members or adherents of the 
Free Church or United Free Church congre- 
gation, at least one-third are members or 
adherents of the Free Church congregation.’ ”— 
(The Lord- Advocate.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said that the 
Amendment of the Lord-Advocate re- 
presented, in his opinion, a large improve- 
ment or amendment of the Bill in two 
particulars. In the first place it went 
back to the firm ground of the year 1900 ; 
and in doing so it would enable the Com- 
missioners at once to extinguish, if 
necessary, all those scandalous cases 
of the seizure of churches not only since 


| 1900 but since the decision of the House 


of Lords. That was a vast improve- 


| ment. The other improvement did not 


the Lord - Advocate immediately after | 


is, he wi j re > Ame ant | 
his, he would not move the Amendment | etna. 


standing in his name. 


appear so satisfactory on comparing the 
Amendment with the Bill as it originally 
But they could not forget that 


'the earliest Amendment proposed was 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that the | 


next Amendment standing in his name 


dealt with the negotiations which had | 


been referred to by the hon. and learned 
Member for the Border Burghs. The 
effect of it was that instead of leaving 
the ascertainment of the members and 
adherents as they existed when the 
Elgin Commission came to make 
their inquiry, to one-third, the Amend- 
ment deleted that and went back to 
1900, and required that one-third of the 
suvivors of those who were members 
and adherents in 1900 should be taken 


for one-fourth, which was felt to be 
totally inadequate to meet the situation. 
One-third was a considerable improve- 
ment, and he understood it would include 
upwards of a score of cases of great hard- 
ship which would not otherwise have 
been included. He might say that he 
was not at all convinced that one-third 
was adequate to the situation. He 


| thought, however, that it was an instal- 


instead of the original proposal in the | 


Bill. Ofcourse there were considerations 
on both sides as to whether that was 
the proper view to take. He quite 
understood that that was suggested 
by the hon. Member for Banffshire 
as what commended itself to both sides. 
On the whole the Government had 
come to the conclusion that the proposal 
he now made would meet the case. 


ment of justice much larger than had 
hitherto been offered. 

Question put, and negatived. Words 
inserted. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) said the object of the Amend- 
ment he now moved was to give the 
Commissioners power to grant money 
compensation, and to raise money by 
bond not only on the general property, 
but also on the congregational property, 
if such an arrangement should be found 
convenient. Where churches were going 
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over to the minority the Commissioners 
had a discretion under certain provisions 
of the Act. There was one kind of 
special arrangement which it seemed to 
him might be convenient, and which 
would prevent the feeling that otherwise 
might arise—that was to allow the 
Commissioners to arrange that a sum of 
money should be paid to the poorer con- 
gregations so that they might be enabled 
to build up a new and separate church. 
He did not feel sure whether under the 
general wording of the section the Com- 
missioners had the power to make an 
arrangement of that kind. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 5, after the word ‘ however,’ 
to insert the words ‘to give money compensa- 
tion in any such case or.’ ’—(.Mr. Parker Smith.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that unless 
they specified the fund from which the 
Commissioners were to draw money they 
would get into difficulties. He thought 
the only plan would be for his hon. friend 
not to press the Amendment. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said the alloca- 
tions in respect of which the hon. Member 
proposed to give money payments were 
allocations of congregational property. 
From the point of view of the United 
Free Church the position was an extremely 
hard one. Although they had two-thirds 
of the membership of congregation 
that two-thirds was to go out in its 
entirety, and the one-third was to retain 
the whole of the property, and no com- 
pensation was to be given to the two- 
thirds. From the pecuniary point of 
view he thought that was an injustice to 
which strong objection could be taken 
either from one side or the other. Where 
were they to obtain these funds from. 
The funds for compensation could only 
be contained in the congregational 
property, which was in the possession of 
the minority of one-third. What would 
happen would be that they would 
introduce a state of matters in which 
they would be launching into a separate 
existence one-third of the membership 


Mr. Parker Smith. . 
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burden of debt round its neck. There 
must be suffering on one side or the 
other, but at all events in starting 
separate congregations let them start 
them unshackled and untrammelled by 
debt. j 


Mr. WALLACE suggested that in 
the Bill as it stood there was power 
to give money compensation, the Com- 
missioners having authority to deal with 
exceptional cases. 


COLONEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) said that unless certain words 
were struck out of the second Sub-section 
of Clause 2 such a thing could not 
be done. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said he thought 
the hon. Member for the Border Burghs 
had rather misconceived the effect oi 
the Amendment. He was content with 
having raised the point; and knowing 
that the matter would lie in the hands 
of the Commissioners he would not 
press the Amendment. 


Str ROBERT REID suggested that 
between the Committee and the Report 
stages the Lord-Advocate should give 
some little thought to this matter. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BLACK said the Amendment 
he now proposed was to provide that 
all congregational property not allocated 
to the Free Church should be allocated 
to the United Free Church. 

Amendment proposed— __,; 

“In page 2, line 7, after the word ‘treat. 
ment,’ to insert the words ‘all congregational 
property not allocated to the Free Church 
shall be allocated to the United Free Church.” 
—(.Wr. Black.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 


he there inserted.” 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said accord 
ing to his reading of Clause 1, Sul- 


section 1, that was the effect because the 
Commissioners were directed to allocate 
between the Free and the United Free 
Churches the whole property. If they 
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gave so much to the one they must give 
the rest to the other. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. CORBETT (Glasgow, Tradeston) 
said that the Bull stated that ‘‘ ade- 
quate provision” should be made 
for @ number of He feared 
that the word “adequate” might lie 
in the hands of the Commissioners. 
It might take the form of an endowment 
which was unfamiliar to the experience 
of the Church. He would be ready to 
modify the Amendment by directing that 
“liberal” provision should be made. 
That would allow the Commissioners to 
have a free hand in carryimg out their 
intentions as to what amount of endow- 
ment should be given for these purposes. 
There was another point in the Amend- 
ment. which was that all sources of income 
of the Free Church should also be taken 
into consideration. If the subscriptions 
given for congregational purposes were 
to be taken into consideration there was 
no reason why, for example, the fees from 
students should not also be taken into 
consideration or the existing endowments 
of the churches in calculating how much 
money was to be made up bevond these 
sources for making adequate provision 
for the church. The Lord-Advocate 
was understood to have given an as- 
surance that the educational trusts of the 
church would be retained entirely for 
educational purposes but under the pro- 
visions of the Bill as it stood it would be 
possible to put a mortgage on the college 
buildings to be used for the general 
purposes of the Free Church. That 
seemed to many of them an objectionable 
form of pooling the trusts. He begged 
to move, 


persons. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 8, leave out Sub-section 
(3) and insert the words (3) * The Commisson, 
with due regard to the carrying out of the pur- 
poses for which the funds and property were 
respectively given, shall make such provision 
as they shall consider in all the circumstances 
to be reasonable for supplementing congrega- 
tional contributions and other income of the 
Free Church for—(a) the theological education 
of the students for the ministry of that 
Church; (6) the support of aged and infirm 
ministers and of widows and orphans of minis- 
ters of that Church; (c) the support of the 
ministers of Free Church congregations to 
which the congregational property has been 
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allocated under this Act; (d} provision for 
itinerant preachers ; and (e) the general 
administrative purposes of that Church.’ ”— 
(Wr. Corbett.) 


(Scotland) Bill. 


Question preposed, ‘*That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. BLACK, in supporting the Amend- 
ment, ventured to hope that the Lord- 
Advocate would meet them in this case 
as he had in others. Under the clause 
as it stood ministers of the legal Free 
Church were to be endowed out of the 
accumulations of the old Free Church 
without apparently continuing to con- 
tribute the insurance premium which 
by Act of Parliament thev wers alled 
upon to contribute. It should be made 
plain that if the ministers of the legal Free 
Church were to participate in the widows’ 
and orphans’ fund they should continue 
to contribute the £7,000 which had 
hitherto been contributed by the Free 
Church. In considering, moreover, how 
much the United Free Church funds 
should be drawn upon, the Commission- 
ers should first of all take into con- 
sideration al] the sources of income open 
to the Old Free Church—the Susten- 
tation Fund, legacies expected in the 
future, and the endowments which some 
of the congregations possessed. When 
all these sources of income were known, 
only then should the funds of the 
United Frée Church be drawn upon by 
way of supplement. 


Mr. BRYCE agreed with the object of 
the Amendment. Common equity sug- 
gested that the other sources of Income 
possessed by the legal Free Church should 
be regarded. If a congregation’s contri- 
butions were to be included there wes 
no reason why the other sources of incom: 
should not be included also. The words 
of the Amendment were far safer and 
more elastic than the words in the Bill. 
What they wanted was that the Com- 
missioners should have great latitude in 
this matter, and he thought the word 
‘reasonable ” in the Amendment was a 
sufficient direction to them. It was hardly 
possible to consider this Amendment with- 
out referring to the Amendment of the 
Lord-Advocate in the schedule which 
would have to be considered later. That 
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Amendment was unobjectionable from | 


the point of view which the Government 
had taken all through and which was 
perhaps the only principle on which they 
could proceed; namely, that a provision 
was to be made in the future for the Free 
Church out of what might be called the 
Parliamentary funds, the rest of which 
would belong to the United Free Church, 
and that so much of the property of the 
undivided Church as was appropriated 
to a particular object or trust should 
supply the amount necessary for enab- 
ling the legal Free Church to discharge 
the part of that ecclesiastical work 
it had to do. It was not improper 
in equity that the college property 
and funds which belonged to the old 
Free Church were now to be charged 
in the hands of the United Free 
Church for the benefit of the legal Free 
Church. That. he understood, was the 
Lord-Advocate's view, and to that they 
did not object. But the Lord Advocate 
went further. because he proposed to 
come for the second time on the college 
property for supplementing congrega- 
tional funds. It had always been ob- 
jected to that the same property should 
be taxed twice over, and he submitted 
that in this case it would be not only 
unfair in itself but it would be at vari- 
ance with the principles which the 
Commission had laid down, and with the 
principles which the Lord-Advoeate him- 
self laid down in his speech on the 
Second Reading of the Bill, that college 
property after having been made to con- 
tribute to the legal Free Church students 
should be resorted to a second time for 
congregational and general purposes. 


Str ROBERT REID said he regarded 
the matter as so important that he 
would join in an appeal to the Lord- 
Advocate to accept the Amendment. 
The very essence of everything that 
had been done from the beginning 
to the end of this controversy was to 


attempt rigidly to carry out the 
trusts. It would be a strange thing if 


this Bill, which was intended to do that, | 
should take the form. of alienating trusts | 
from their original purposes. He was not | 
sure that there was any substantial dif- 
ference between the intention of the 
clause and that of the Amendment. 
What was meant when they spoke 


Mr. Brice. 
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of “ adequate provision ” was that they 
should make such provision as was 
necessary and fair after taking into 
consideration the other resources of 
the Church and the powers of the con- 
gregation to supply their own wants. 
But the way in which the clause was 
drafted left out of consideration the 
ability of the Church to help itself. He 
thought the words of the clause “ ade- 
quate provision” were unfortunate and 
that they might lead to serious conse- 
quences. That obviously was not whatwas 
intended. What was intended was much 
better expressed by the Amendment, the 
phrasing of which, he thought, was a 
great improvement on the wording of the 
clause. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON did not think 
it desirable that the Amendment should 
be accepted. He submitted that Clause 
3, as it would stand if the two Amend- 
ments which he proposed to make were 
agreed to, really carried out substantially 
the points upon which they all seemed 
agreed. If they inserted the words of 
the Amendment, “with due regard to 
the carrying out of the purposes for which 
the funds and property were respectively 
given,” they would imply that it was the 
duty of the Commissioners to ask what 
were the purposes for which the funds 
and property were respectively given, 
and it seemed to him that they would at 
once embark upon the task of discover- 
ing what the donors’ intentions were. 
That, he thought, would be a most 
unfortunate result. The scheme of the 
clause as he proposed to amend it was 
not toleave that open. The scheme as he 
would make it would be that by a process 
of specification they should ensure that 
there would be no diversion of trusts, 
and the Committee would see that the 
schedules proposed by himself and bis 
hon. friend respectively were practically 
agreed in that respect, with the exception 
of the last section of each. The next 


| point in his hon. friend's Amendment 


was that the Commissioners ‘ shall make 
such provision as they shall consider in 
all the circumstances to be reasonable,” 
and he had stated that he would be pre- 
pared to make it “such liberal provi- 
sion.” He might remind the Committee 
that the recommendation of the Elgin 
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Commission on this point used the | 
words— 


“That no such transfer should take place 
except upon equitable conditions, and especially 
that, the due performance of the trust being 
secured, liberal provision should be made for 
the equipment of the Free Church.” 

Unfortunately, there was no one in the 
House to represent the particular views 
of the smallet body, although no doubt 
they all intended to represent them as 
well as they could. It seemed to him 
that “adequate” was a much more 
restricted word than “liberal,” although 
he agreed that in “adequate,” as in 
“reasonable,” they introduced the idea 
of opinion. But the Government con- 
sidered that ‘“‘ adequate” was a better 
term and one more suited to an Act of 
Parliament than the word “ liberal,” 
which would be interpreted to mean 
that they should be given all they were 
entitled to and something in addition. 
He. therefore, submitted that Sub-section 
3 really gave effect to what they 
all desired, viz., to provide suitably and 
sufficiently for the Free Church in this 
matter. In regard to the suggestion 
that in dealing with the education of 
the students of the Free Church fees 
should be taken into account, he believed 
that these would come to an infini- 
tesimal figure, but again he should think 
that the Commissioners would to a certain 
extent take them into account. In the 
same way, in reference to the support of 
aged and infirm ministers, it would cer- 
tainly occur to him that the Commis- 
sioners would take into account that 
those who were to be beneficiaries should 
certainly continue the contributions they 
had heretofore made. 


Str ROBERT REID pointed out 
that in two cases adequate provision 
was to be made, and only in one case 
were the Commissioners directed to take 
into consideration the supplementary 
contributions. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that if 
it was thought that the Commissioners 
would not necessarily take that into 
account he would have no objection at 
a later stage to provide that that should 
be done. As to supplementing con- 
gregational contributions towards the 
support of ministers, he should say that 
congregational contributions would in- 
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clude all sources of income, even’ endow- 
ments, and if it was not sufficiently 
expressed he should be quite willing to 
make it clear. The remaining questions 
could be more properly discussed on the 
schedules. He had indicated the points 
upon which he would be prepared to 
make concessions. If those interested, 
and especially his learned friends, con- 
sidered that any particular expression 
was required to give effect to them he 
would endeavour to meet them. He 
hoped his hon. friend would not press 
his Amendment to a division, but be 
content with the explanation he had 
given 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said he 
thought the Lord-Advocate had met 
the Committee very fairly. The 
phrase as to adequately providing sug- 
gested most clearly a distinction between 
* supplementing ” in certain cases and 
* adequately providing” in others. The 
result of the proposal in the Bill, unless 
it were materially modified, would be to 
have a system of permanent endowments 
set up which he was sure was not the 
intention of the Government itself or of 
any Party in the House. They were all 
agreed that to set up a system of per- 
manent endowments for either of the 
Churches,or forany of their schemes, apart 
from the voluntary annual efforts of the 
Churches themselves, would be to per- 
petuate a system which might in course 
of vears exhibit a result most disastrous 
to the development of the ecclesiastical 
life of Scotland. The question of supple- 
menting the congregational contributions 
was quite well dealt with in Clauses 11 
and 12, but there was some defect in the 
language, because in many of these Free 
Church congregations there were not 
inconsiderable endowments given for the 
support of the ministry in these churches, 
and in order to be complete, the phrase 
would require to be “ for supplementing 
congregational contributions towards the 
support of the ministers of the church 
and all other resources or income for a 
like object.” He hoped that on these 
points the right hon. Gentleman, with 
the spirit he had already shown, would 
go a step further in the direction he had 
indicated. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Mr. BRYCE said he wished at this 
stage to ask the Lord-Advocate to 
consent to leave out the word “ adequate ”’ 
in line 8, and leave the provision as 1t 
stood in the Bill, The provision already 
made was quite sufficient to meet the 
ease in hand, These poor churches of 
the legal Free Church for which 
provision was to be made had been 
mainly supported out of the Sustentation 
Fund assisted by liberal contributions 
from other churches. The circumstances 
had now entirely changed, and these 
churches would belong to the United 
Free Church, and they would lose the 
funds which they had hitherto bad. 
Therefore they would in the future want 
all the funds they could get for them- 


selves, and it would be impossible for them | 
to continue their contributions to the | 
It might be | 


other smaller churches. 
that in future they would only be able to 
make very small contributions. The 
word “adequate” 


left out. The Bill as it steod would 
create a number of little weak churches 
with sma'l endowments all over 


keep up the church except the fact that 
there was an endowment. 
Advocate could not see his way to leave 
out the word “adequate” he hoped he 


would promise to consider the matter | 


fully on Report. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 
“adequate.” “—(Mr. Bryce.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘adequate’ stand part of the clause.” 


CoLoneL DENNY thouglit that the 
dangers which had been predicted by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Aberdeen were by no means 


unlikely to arise, and the very last tning | 


they desired was inadequate provision 
for these churches. It seemed to 
that as they were dealing with the 
Commissioners, three of whom had 
already laid down their own opinion 
that liberal provision should be made, 
they might safely leave the matter in 
their hands, 
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was verv diflicult to | 
construe and he urged that it should be | 


the | 
North of Scotland, with their adherents | 
and members falling off and nothing to | 


Ii the Lord- | 


2, Jine 8, to leave out the word | 


him | 
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(Scotland) Bill. 
Stir ROBERT REID theught the 


Lord-Advocate had met them extremely 
fairly in regard to this matter. He was, 
however, of opinion that the word 
“adequate” was somewhat ambiguous, 
and he thought some other word might 
be used. He suggested the word “ suit- 


able,” 


*Mr, SCOTT DICKSON promised to 
consider the point on the Report stage, 


*Mr. AINSWORTH thought ther 
would have to be careful to see that 
these funds could be used for immediate 
wants in cases of hardship. 





Toe CHAIRMAN: Order, order. I 
do not think that that is quite in order 
now. 


Mr. BRYCE said he would 
the Lord-Adyocate’s assurance that he 
would reconsider the matter in all its 
aspects, and he asked leave to withdraw 
his Amendment. 


accept 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 


Mr. BLACK said the Amendment he 
desired to move was merely a drafting 
Amendment designed to restrict the 
provision made for students for the 
ministry of the Free Church. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 9, after the word * students,’ 

| to insert the words ‘for the ministry.’ “—(.Vr. 
black.) 

those 


Question proposed ‘That 


i words be there inserted.” 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON | said the 
Government were willing to accept the 
Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In page 2, line 12, to leave out the words 
| ‘that Chureh, and insert the words ‘Free 
Church congregations to which congregational 
| property has been allocated under this Act.’”— 
| (Lhe Lord-Advoccte.) 


| Amendment agreed to. 


| Mr. BLACK said that had it not been 
| for the Lord-Advocate’s addition to this 
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clause one would certainly not have 
supposed that provision for itinerant 
preachers was not included in “ general 
purposes.’ ‘This suggested the necessity 
jor further definition, 
very great difference of opinion between 
the Lord-Advocate and some of them as 
to what he meant. In order to see if 
the Lord-Adyocate could suggest any 
more suitable definition he begged to 


move, 


Amendment proposed— 


. ‘ | 
“In page 2, line 13, to leave out the words 


‘for the general purposes,” and insert the 
words ‘for the due management and conduct of 
the business and financial affairs. *—(V/r. Black.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 


proposed. to be left out stand part of | 


the clause.” 

*Me. SCOTT DICKSON said that what 
was now proposed was covered by his 
next Amendment. He did not think the 


Commissioners would have anv difficulty | 


in ascertaining what the general purposes 
of the church were. He did not know 
that the words which he proposed 
differed substantially from those of the 
hon. Member. They were sufficiently 
clear, and he did not think any difficulty 
would arise in the minds of the Com- 
missioners aS to their meaning. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said there was 
more substance in this than appeared at 
first sight. The expression ‘‘ general 
purposes si 
He suggested that the words “ adminis- 
trative purposes” should be used instead. 
I the words proposed by the Govern- 
ment 
would be confronted with enormous claims 


for general purposes. He and his friends | 


give 
Com- 


and to 
the 


avoid that, 
instructions to 


wanted to 
Statutory 


missioners which would enable them to | 
administrative | 


say that this meant 


purposes. 


Sir ROBERT REID suggested the | 


addition of the words “ of administration 
ald management” after the words 
“ general purposes.” 


*Mr. MACONOCHIE (Aberdeenshire, 
E.) thought the expression “general 
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were retained the Commissioners | 


(Scotland) Bill. 1122 


| purposes” was too wide, and hoped the 


| Lord-Advocate would see his way to 
adopt the sugestion of the hon, and 
learned Member for Dumfries Burghs. 





There was no | 


| Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said 
| there was no difference between the two 
sides of the Committee as toirtention, and 
he thought the Lord-Advocate might 
favourably consider the suggestion of 
his hon, and learned friend the Member 
for Dumfries Burghs. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON accepted the 
ad lition of the words suggested. 


Mr. BLACK asked leave to withdraw 
his Amendment. 


' Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendmeiit proposed— 

‘In page 2, line 13, after the word ‘ pur- 
| poses ’ to insert the words, ‘of administration 
| and management.’ ”’—(Sir Robert Reid.) 


| Amendment agre+d to, 
| Amendment proposed— 

*In page 2, line 13, to leave out from the 
word ‘Chureh’ to the end of the Sub-section, 
and insert the words ‘including expenses of 
administration and provision for itinerant 
preachers. The funds and property out of which 
provision may be made for each of the above- 
mentioned objects shall be those set out in the 
second column of the first schedule to this 
Act, opposite the description of the object in 
the first column of that schedule.’ ’’—( Lhe Lord- 
Advocate. ) 


Amendment agreed to. 
5 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2:— 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON moved to leave 
out the words ‘including interim orders 
| having temporary effect,” in order to 

ins>rt, after the word “ fund,” the words 

‘‘and may also, before that allocation is 

made, make interim orders having 
temporary effect as respects the property 
/in question as defined by this Act.” He 
said the object of the Amendment was 
\to meet cases in which there might 
\Tequire to be interim orders before an 
allocation was made as to the use of the 
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property. ; 
large the scope of the Commissioners in 
this respect. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, lines 16 and 17, to leave out 
the words ‘including interim orders having 
temporary effect.’ ’—(The Lord-Advocate. ) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 2, line 20, after the word ‘Fund ’ 
toinsert the words ‘ and may also, before that 
allocation is made, make interim orders having 
temporary effect as respects the property in 
question as defined by this Act.’ ”—(7he Lord- 
Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 21, at end, to insert the words 
“and may be recorded in the usual manner in 
the Register of Sasines and other appropriate 
register, and such registration shall have the 
effect of vesting the property in the persons 
specified in the order.’ ’—(Colonel Denny.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
he there inserted.” 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he did not 
think the addition of these words was 
necessary, for the section with which 
they were now dealing provided that any 
order which the Commissioners might 
make should take effect as if enacted in 
this Act. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said that this 
was a very important matter; and his 
first impression was that something was 
necessary to enable a congregation to 
take action in future years. What was 
wanted was that the order should not 
only be clear on the statute, but should 
be registered in such a convenient form 
that it would be easily recognised. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
said that what was wanted = was 
that the title should be placed 
on the iegister, because it was only to 
that register that a would-be purchaser 
or mortgagor could go to discover who 
was the real owner of the property. 
This Amendment had been drawn by 
practical men who knew what should be 
in the title. 


Mr. Scott Dickson. 
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Mr. WALLACE said he quite agreed 


‘that the words should be considered on 
Report. 


CotoneL DENNY begged leave to 
withdraw hig Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 22, at the beginning to insert 
the words ‘Subject to the provisions of this 
Act.’ °—(Lhe Lord-Advocate.) 


Amendment agreed to, 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 25, after the word ‘ Church’ 
to insert the words ‘or in favour of third 
parties who may advance money for the 
purposes of such bond or charge.’ ”—(Jr, 


lack.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. BLACK said that his next 


Amendment was designed to make pro- 
vision for possible cases of congregational 


property and endowments becoming 
derelict. This was not an imaginary 


case in Scotland. He believed he was 
within the margin when he stated that 
there were at present about 160 en- 
dowments in Scotland that were, for all 
practical purposes, derelict, and which 
were kept up simply for the sake of 
the minister who enjoyed the endow- 
ments and for no real purpose affecting 
the necessities of the people of the dis- 
trict. It would be a genuine misfortune 
for Scotland if this was to be per- 
petuated. His proposal was not 
absolute ; it only put power in the hands 
of the Commission to consider any par- 
ticular case; and he had no doubt the 
Commission would consult all the parties 
before actually making an order. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 25, at the end to add'the words 
‘and may provide for the disposal of any pro- 
perty in the event of any congregation in- 
terested in such property falling below a cer- 
tain specified number of members and ad- 
herents.’”—(M7r. Black.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
| be there added.” 
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proposal was not desirable for two 
reasons. The one was that the Com-. 
mission should set to work as rapidly as 
possible, and get through their work as 
rapidly as possible. To give them the 
power suggested to keep a congregation 
in a state of suspended animation would 
not be good for anybody. 


Mr. BLACK said that that was not 
his proposal. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he thought 
that was how it would work out. The 
Commission could not take into con- 
sideration what might happen five, ten, 
or fifteen years afterwards. The Com- 
mission had to take into consideration 
the facts as they found them at that 
time. The result of the proposal would 
be that their determination would not 
be final, and there would be a great 
state of uncertainty, which, he thought, 
would be most unsatisfactory. 


{18 Jury 1905} 
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: direction than se2 it wasted. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he would 
remind his hon. and learned friend that 
the Elgin Commission in several clauses 
of their Report suggested that it would 
only be fair to provide for the future 
development of the Free Church. Now, 
if they provided for the reverse process 
they would be able to advance the very 
strong argument that if they made 
provision against things getting worse, 
they ought also to leave a way open for 
their getting better. . 


Mr. CALDWELL said that the object 
of the Amendment was to provide for the 
carrying On of the trust, and it was not a 
question of giving money to one Church 
or the other. It would be altogether 
contrary to the spirit of the Bill if that 
trust failed altogether. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 


‘and Shetland) said that it should be 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW’) said he was) 
not at all sure that the right hon. Gentle- 
man correctly interpreted the Amend- 
ment, which did not contemplate the con- 
tinuation of the Commission. There might | 
be certain circumstances where a proviso | 
of this kind might be necessary, where, | 


for instance, the population had declined, | 
and that state of matters might result in | 
the complete disappearance of the en- | 
dowments. He also pointed out that | 
this proviso was not compulsory, and he | 
hoped his right hon. and learned friend | 
would accept the Amendment. 


Sir ROBERT REID thought that the 
Amendment might be slightly altered to 
this effect that the ultimate disposal of 
the property should be dependent not 
upon a certain specified number of mem- 
bers and adherents, but upon the event 
of the trust failing or falling through. 
He could not help thinking that 1t would 
be rather an extraordinary thing if a 
ministry was to be kept up when there | 
Was no congregation, while there was a 
considerable want of money for a congre- 
gation in the same parish. To transfer 
the money, without the power now 
proposed, would require a new Act of 
Parliament for each particular case. He 
would rather see the Commission provide 


VOL. CXLIX. [FourtTH SERIEs.} 





| settlement he 


made clear in the clause that in the event 
of the trust failing the property should 
revert to the United Free Church. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) said 
that it seemed to him they wanted the 
Commission to settle once and for all 
between the United Free Church and the 
Free Church, and that being so he was 
prepared to give way to expediency in 
the matter, and in order to get peace and 
should be inclined to 
suggest that it was worth letting this 
matter go. 


Mr. WALLACE said he ventured 
to join in that opinion, but he thought 
there was a great deal in the view of 
the Lord-Advocate that they might 
have to consider the case of a church 
which had grown in numbers as well as 
that of a church which had diminished 
in numbers. 


Mr. BRYCE said he was afraid they 
might be leaving out what might here- 
after cause trouble. He thought they 
were assuming too easily that they would 
not have some future legislation for 
extending the powers of the Commission. 


Question put, and negatived. 
bie ‘ 
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Amendment proposed — 
“In page 2, line 25, at the end to insert the 

words, ‘Any congregational property allocated 

to either Church shall be subject to any bonds 
or burdens thereon, or in respect thereof, and 
the Commissioners may charge upon the 
particular congregational property concerned 

any money expended since 31st October, 1900, 

on improvements of property, or in paying oft 

debt incurred in respect of property.’ —(Colonel 

Denny.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Mr. PARKER SMITH moved to 
insert at end of Clause 2, page 2, 
line 28, “ag at the date of allocation.” 
He said the Amendment raised a 
large question, By means of the Bill 
the Free Church was making a very 
great and far-reaching change in its 
constitution. Hitherto its constitution, 
so far as it concerned any of its property, 
had been limited by a model trust deed, 
and the result of that deed, as they all 
knew, Was the recent action in the House 
of Lords and the whole of this question. 
Now the United Free Church was altering 
its constitution so as to free itself from 
all the bonds of the model trust deed 
and to enable it to hold property 
for such trusts as the majorty of the 
General Assembly might from time to time 
determine, That was a most important 
and far-reaching change in the whole 
position of the Free Church. They were 
quite entitled to ask for it; but he 
wanted it to be cle:r that it would be a 
clear and final change, and that when 
they got the property it would be allocated 
to them according to the new conditions, 
so that no question could arise in the 
future and no suggestion could be made 
that any property held by the United 
Free Church would be subject to the 
limitation which the United Free Church 
was now seeking to get rid of. It was 
most im; ortant that that should be clear, 
and with a view to that he moved the 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 25, at the end, to insert 
the words ‘as at the date of allocation.’ ”’— 
(Mr. Parker Smith.) 

Question proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said he could 
hardly conceive anything more upsetting 
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to the concord of the Assembly than to 
press an Amendment of this kind. The 
suggestion was that they should stereo- 
type the constitution, and he could not 
imagine anything more fruitful of iti. 
gation than the point as to what was 
the exact scope and dimensions of the 
constitution of the various Churches at 
the date of allocation. They wanted to 
leave the Churches to develop according 
to modern ideas, seeking the light as 
they found it, and that they should at 
all events have the powers of  seli- 
gov:rnment. He hoped, therefore, that 
the hon. Member would not press the 
Amendment. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said the con- 
stitution of the Free Church as at the 
date of allocation did contain that power, 


Mr, THOMAS SHAW said that was 
absolutely correct as regarded one of the 
Churches, but it was not correct with 
regard to the other. Were they going to 
allocate property to Churches and bind 
them never in the future to have the 
power of altering or modifying their own 
constitution. He should not be a party 
to that at all. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he hoyed 
the hon. Member would not press his 
Amendment. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH asked permis- 
sion to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed — 

“In page 3, line 3, after the word ‘rights’ 
to insert the words ‘duties and liabilities’ 
(Mr. Corbett.’ 


Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3 agreed to, 

Clause 4:— 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said _ the 
Amendment he now moved was to cover 
the case of the Ferguson bequests and to 
make sure that the same position should 
obtain in the future as in the past. 
Both the United Free Church and the 
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Free Church should get a benefit under | 
the Ferguson bequests, and no quest.on 
should arise in the future in regard to 
such atrustas that. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed — 

“In page 3, line 38, after the word “ Church” 
insert the words ‘for any congregation 

’—( Mr. Parker Smith.) 


to 
thereof. 


Question proposed, * That those words 


be there inserted.” 


* Mr. SCOTT DICKSON accepted the 
Amendment. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


*\Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said the pur- 


pose of the next Amendment was to 
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Would the Amendment cover the case of 
a legacy likely to be in dispute but not 
in dispute at the present time? In 
England no question of dispute cou!d 
arise until the legacy became payable. 
Had the matter been made clear ? If it 


| had not he would suggest that the words 


“or which might hereafter be in dispute ”” 


| should be inserted so as to cover the who!» 
| ground. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON thought the 
addition of those words was unnecessary. 
fn Scotland there was no difficulty in 
raising the question of who would be 
entitled to a legacy when it was payable. 
He might here “also say, in reply to the 
Amendment which was down on the 


| Paperin the name of the hon. Member for 


bring a certain class of legacies within | 


the power of tle Commissioners—legacies 
under testamentary writings, which the 
Commissioners were of opinion were 
made before the Union, the makers of 
which testamentary writings having 
survived until after the Union. It was, 
in the general open, a proper thing to 
do. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


the end, 
legacies under testamen- 
tary writings made before the thirtieth day of 
October, 1900, by testators who died thereafter 
and before the commencement of this Act in 
dispute between the Free Church and the 
United Free Church, 
apportioned between the Churches in such man- 
nerasthe Commission deem fair and equitable, 
having regard to what seems to them to have 
been the intention of the testator, 
capacity of the Churches respectively to carry 
out any special trusts annexed to the legacy ; 


“In page 4, line 14, at 
the words, ** (3) Any 


and all proceedings in any Court as regards any | 


disputes between the two Churches in respect of 
such legacies shali be sisted or stayed. 
Lord- Advocate.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
he there inserted.’ 


Mr. HALDANE said that the 
Amendment was a most wise and 
Statesmanlike settlement of a most awk- 
ward question. He only rose to ask 
whether the words covered all 
Lord-Advocate intended to 
He noticed the words 
to legacies in dispute 
United Free and the 


between the 


Free Church. 


shall be allocated to or | 


Mid-Lanarkshire, that he had considered 
very carefully the proposal in that 
Amendment and had com>? to the con- 
clusion tha he word “legacies” was 
wide enough, and thatit was not necessary 
to add after legacies “ or dispositions of 
property.” He was quite ready, how- 
ever, to consider before the Report stage 
the question of dispositions of property 


| mortis causa. 


to insert | 


Me. CALDWELL said the 
ment was only put down 
sure that the views of the 
Gentleman were carried out. 


Amend- 
to make 
right hon. 
He had 


/put down those words because money 


| man. 


aod the | 
| person 


| 


—(The | 


could ke left to the Church in so many 
ways, and only one had been covered hv 
the Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- 
“Legacies under tes‘ amentary 

did not cover the case of a 
who had parted with money 
du ing his lifetime, with he proviso that 
after the death of the tenant for life it 
should go to the Caurch. 


writings ” 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said they were 


| all agreed as to what was meant by the 
‘clause, but the clause was very important. 


the | 
cover, | 
were confined 





No less than a third of £1,000,000 was 


covered by this clause, and the word 
“legacies”? seewed rather inadequate to 


the position, because there might be 
specitic grants of property to which the 
wo'd “‘legacy’ could not apply. 
This clause had a bearing on the other 
clauses in the Bill to this effect, that 
here was a fund which ought to be 
taken into account when the question 
2T2 
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of provision was dealt with. That 
matter had been discussed, and he 
referred to it only to say that adequate 
provision was to be made, not as 
if there was nothing else coming to 
the Church, but that the resources of the 
Church were to be taken into account, 
including such resources as might be 
dealt with under this clause, 


Mr. CALDWELL moved to insert 
after “ legacies ” the words ‘‘ or dis- 


positions of property.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“Tn line 
insert the words ‘ or dispositions of property. 
—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


”°>) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON thought the 
Amendment unnecessary, as the words 
o{ the Amendment were sufficiently wide. 


Mr. HALDANE suggested that the 
recognised legal term was dispositions 
of property mortis causa. 


*Mr, SCOTT DICKSON said he would 
consider that. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CALDWELL moved to add at 
the end of the proposed Amendment-- 

“And with regard to any legacies or disposi- 
tions of property under testamentary or other 
writings made before the thirtieth day of 
October, nineteen hundred, by testators who 
may die after the commencement of this Act, 
the Commission shall make provision for 
allocating the same to either or to both of the 
said Churches as the Commissioners may 
think proper.” 


He said there was no doubt about such 
c.ses as those referred to in his proposed 
Amendment arising. He instanced the 
case of a man who left property to 
the Church ccntingently on the life of 
another person, The property would 


not vest in the Free Church while 
that person was alive, but, the 
first residuary legatee having died, 
the money might be vested after 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


{COMMONS} 


1, after the word ‘legacies’ to | 


(Scotland) Bill. 


1132 


the Act came into operation. Another 
case would be that of a man who had 
made a will, and was not now in a con- 
dition to alter it. There was no provision 
in the Bill for dealing with the property 
in cases of that kind. Were the Commis- 
sionets to remain in office until 
every conceivable case had been dealt 
with ? He suggested that the better plan 
would be forthe Commissioners to make 
provision for clearing the whole matter 
off. Having made “adequate _ pro- 
vis.on”’ for the legal Free Church some 
of the Commissioners might think that 
any such legacies should naturally revert 
to the other body, but there was nothing 
in the clause to bind them; the Com- 
missioners were given full power to deal 
with money of that kind. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

In line 9, at the end, to add the words ‘and 
with regard to any legacies or dispositions of 
property under testamentary or other writings 
made before the thirtieth day of October, 
nineteen hundred, by testators who may die 
after the commencement of this Act, the 
Commission shall make provision for allocating 
the same to either or to both of the said 
Churches as the Commissioners may think 
proper. ”°—(Mr. Caldwell.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there added to the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said the 
Amendment would seem to require the 
constitution of a standing Commission 
until al] the testators who existed in 1900 
had been killed off. 


Mr. CALDWELL said the words were 
specially put in to prevent the like of the 
case alluded to by the Lord-Advocate. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he hoped 
the hon. Member would not press his 
Amendment. The word “legacies” was 
quite wide enough to cover the cases 
raised by the hon. Member. 


Mr. CALDWELL said that the Killmade 
no provision for money which might come 
to the Church from persons who died 
after the commencement of the Act, and 
in such a case the question would have 
to be decided by litigation. He would, 
however, leave to withdraw his 
Amendment. 


ask 
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Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 


Mr. WALLACE moved the postpone- 
ment of Clause 5 in order that the 
House might first proceed to the con- 
sideration of the schedule. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That consideration of the clause be 
postponed,” —(Mr. Wallace.) 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR agreed to this 
proposal. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 
Drafting Amendments agreed to, 


Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
Schedule. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 1, to leave out the 


“Schedule,” and insert the words, 


Schedules. 


First Schedule 





Object. 


. Edueation of students of the Free Church. 


. Support of aged and infirm ministers of the 
Free Chureh. 


3. Support of widows and orphans of ministers 
of the Free Church. 


“ 


. (a) Supplementing congregational contribu- 
tions towards the support of ministers of 
Free Church congregations to which con- 
gregational property has been allocated 
under this Act. 

(b) General purposes of the Chureh, 
including expenses of administration and 
provision for itinerant preachers. 


~ 


Funds and Property. 


1. College endowments and bursary Funds ; 
college buildings 


2. Aged and Infirm Ministers Fund. 
3. Widows and Orphans Fund 


4. Sustentation Fund; Home Missions Fund ; 
Highlands and I-lands Fund ; any moneys 
which the Commission regard as applic- 
able for general Chureh purposes. 

So far as those Funds or moneys are 
not suflicient, any further amount reyuired 
for this object shall be provided by such 
bond or charge as the Commission may 
direct to be imposed on any land or 
buildings in Scotland allocated to the 
United Free Church ocher than congrega- 
tional property, training colleges for 
teachers, schools, and any land or build- 
ings bequeathed for special purposes. 





Second Schedule.” 


—| The Lorde Advocate. ) 
Mr. BLACK proposed an Amendment 
to the proposed Amendment. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he could 
not accept the Amendment. Heading 
4 (a) of the schedule corresponded 
exactly with the words which they had 
passed in Clause 1, Sub-section 3, of the 
Bill, and he thought they must adhere 
to the language they had already passed. 
The hon. Member's Amendment with 
regard to the funds available was hardly 





in accordance with the negotiations 
which had taken place, because all 
parties were agreed that in addition to the 
Sustentation Fund, Home Mission Fund, 
and the Highlands and Islands Fund, 
there were other funds which would fall 
properly under the short designation of 
funds applicable for Church purposes 
or free funds. There were a number of 
small legacies and trust funds which 
would fall under the designation of 
being applicable for general Church 
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purposes. The schedule was entirely 
In accordance with the negotia- 


tions which had taken place that 
the three funds which were set out 
in both schedules should be liable to be 
supplemented by such other moneys as 
the Commissioners should hold to be free 
funds. 


Mer. THOMAS SHAW said he was far 
from being satisfied with the statement 
which the Lord-Advocate had just made. 
He objected altogether to the phrase “ free 
funds.” Heshould like to know from the 
Government what they meant by free 
funds. The proposal was to specify all 
the various funds which were to be im- 
pounded for this particular object in the 
earlier portions of the schedule. What 
was proposed under the two sub-heads 
{2) and (b) of tie fourth head in the 
s‘hedule was to provide for— 

“Supplementing congregational contribu- 
tions towards the support of ministers of Free 
Church congregations to which congregational 
property has been allocated under this Act.” 

And for 

“General purposes of the Church, including 
expenses of adininistration and provision for 
itinerant preachers.” 

The Government proposal was that 
alter the Sustentation Fund, the Home 
Mission Fund, and the Highlands and 
Islands Fund were exhausted, the Com- 
missioners should have power to put 
their hand into the general pocket of the 
Church and lay a mortgage on the funds of 
the Church in so faras a fund specifically 
allocated should be found insufficient. 
That appeared to him to be a breach of 
trust. It had never been anticipated by 
anyone who contributed to these funds 
that a mortgage would be laid upen them 
in order to supplement congregational 
contributions towards the support of 
ministers of the Free Church in the High- 
lands or Islands. Themoment they west 
beyond the three specific purposes set 
out as the Sustentation Fund, the Home 
Mission Fund, and the Highlands and 
Islands Fund, they got completely into 
the region of breach of trust, and, there- 
fore, this schedule seemed to him a 
schedule for facilitating the diversion of 
moneys specifically provided for one ob- 
ject in order to give themto another. He 
hoped the House would not permit such 
a diversion of funds as was here proposed. 


Mr. Scott Dickson. 
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| Mr. BLACK said he could not help 
feeling that the Lord-Advocate had no: - 
quite grasped the original proposal he had 
put before the House, which was not only 
that the miscellaneous funds which might 
form the subject of some differences of 
opinion should be appropriated for the 
Sustentation Fund, but also that it might 
be possible for the Commissioners to put 
a mortgage on mission buildings in India. 
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*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : It is contined 
to Scotland, 


Mr. BLACK said that might be so, but 
with regard to the generality of the funds 
he was correct in saying that the proposal 
was not confined to the miscellaneous 
funds mentioned. Under this proposal 
it would be possible to bond the college 
buildings in Aberdeen, Edinburgh, or 
Glasgow for the purpose of providing 
sustentation for ministers in the High- 
lands and Islands. He hoped that the 
Lord-Advocate would make a further 
concession on this point. 





Mr. BRYCE hoped they would hear 
something further from the Lord-Advo- 
cate on this matter. He understood the 
right hon. Gentleman’s previous reply to 
be confined to the earlier part of the 
schedule. He did not understand him to 
be endeavouring to justify the proposal 
that a charge should be put on the 
college buildings, 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he did not 
know that the Amendment went so far. 
It certainly was understood by those witli 
whom he had had communication that 
there would be no objection to the 
bonding of the Assembly buildings on the 
Mound in Edinburgh by way of supple- 
ment to the other Church funds. ‘The 
college property was an integral part of 
the Church property, and its possession 
had been made a question of decision in 
the House of Lords. The United Free 
Church had no right to this property, and 
the legal Free Church were now in pos- 
session of it ; and this being the position 
of affairs he could not see how the con- 
ferring of this power on the Com. 
missioners could be described as a breach 
of trust. 














Aliens 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW said that in 
regard to the General Assembly Hall which 
had been adjudged to belong to one of the 
Churches, it was said that it would be a 
strong order to grant a bond over that | 
hall for the purposes of the other Church. 
There was no objection to a bond over | 
the Mound propetty in Edinburgh, pro- | 
vided that the purpose to which the 
money Wag to be devo‘ed was fo: analo- 
gous purposes in the Free Church. It 
would be perfectly equitable and proper 
that a bond or mortgage should be put 
over the General Assembly Hall for the 
purpose of erecting a new small hall for | 
the Free Church, but it would be entirely 
out of the question that they should con- 
sent to a mortgage being plaved on the 
general buildings of the Chu ‘ch in order | 
to set up congregations in the High'ands | 
and Islands of Scotland. He might point 
out that these buildings had been erected, | 
not only out of the general funds of the 
Free Church, but by special bequests to 
provide additional buildings, and for the 
alornment of the hall. The proposal | 
made in the schedul was to divert these 
funds which donors had siven for general 
administrative purposes to purposes en- 
tirely alien to general dminis ration. 
He hoped that the Government would 
consider the point he had put. 
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*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that, in 
the light of the hon, and learned Member’s 
criticisms, he would consider the subject | 
with the view of arriving at a settlement | 
on the Report stage. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave. withdrawn. 


Schedule agreed to. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again to-morrow, 


EVENING SITTING. 
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Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment proposed [17th 
July] on Consideration of the Bill, as 
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Which Amendment was -- 
“To leave out Clause 2.”—(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question again proposed, ‘‘That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Srr HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 


| Central) said he had listened with great 
attention to the speeches made on the 


previous night with reference to Clause 
2, and he had heard the Answers 
given by the right hon. Gentleman who 
had charg» of the Bill, and who had con- 
| ducted it with such marked ability, who 
had fully met the objections that had 
been taken to this part ofthe Bill. There 
was, however, one matter of great import- 
ance to those unfortunate people who 
| might try to find a home in thie country, 
_and that was that the appeal should be 
heard as promptly as possible. He him- 


i self had given much attention to this 


matter in New York, and had often been 
ourt at Elli: 
Island, where the Court was in constant 
session to deal with doubtful cases. It was 
of cours: impossible with the limited funds 
at the disposal of the Home Secretary 
and the larger number of ports in this 
country to have Courts in constant session 
but at the sime time he had no doubt 
that provision would be made for the as- 
sembling of a competent board as rapidly 
as possible to deal with these cases. The 


| clause was iramed in such a way as to 


| ensure that the board should be composed 
of men accustomed to deal with matters 
of this character and who would be able 
to cross-examine the alien and ascertain 
if he were a desirable person to admit 
into this country. He therefore did not 
think that the word “‘ business ”’ should be 
altered in any way. It was not necessary 
to labour this point, because he was con- 
vinced that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
must be perfectly satisfied as to the fair- 
ness with which this Bill would be carried 
out. He had implicit confidence in the 
Home Office at all times, but especially 
when it was administered by his right 
hon. friend. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
rose inhis place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put;” but 
Mr. Speaker withheld his assent, and 
declined then to put that Question. 
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*Mr.FRENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) 
said it was within the recollect’on of the 
Horse that during the debates on this Bill 
it was argued that the immigration board 
to be established should have the confi- 
dence of al] those concerned. Yet members 
of the Opposition proposed to leave this 
importent clause out altogether. The 
clause prov.ded that the members of the 
board should cors'st of three persons 
appointed in accordance with rules laid 
down by the Home Secretary, out of a 
list approved by him, of fit and proper 
persons having magisterial or administta- 
tive experience. If it was absolutely 


necessary for shipowners, it was equally | 


necessary for the immigrant that his 
case should be promptly settled. There 
was in existence a body called the port 
sanitary authority in many ports from 
which such a board could be formed, 
and one in which not only the shipowner 
but the captains of vessels, and the 


authorities generally, would have confi- | 
dence, The port sanitary authority for the | 


Tyne consisted of several magistrates, 
two or three shipowners, and others who 
were accustomed to deal with matters 
such as these and able to deal with them 
quickly. 


largely of business men and accustomed 


to such matters, to leave the clause out. | 


The clause also provided that notice 
should be given to masters and 
immigrants informing them of the right 
of appeal, Were hon. Members opposite 
aware that if this clause were 
there would be no one to whom these 
unfortunate immigrants, who might be 
our own countrymen coming back from 


America in order to take part in the | 


prosperity of the cotton trade of 
Lancashire, could appeal? When he and 


other Members rose to point that out | 
they were jeered at by the Opposition, | 


The clause also laid it down that, notice 


having been given, the master and theim- | 
migrant were to be informed ofthe grounds | 


on which leave to land was refused. That 


was an important matter which had not re- | 


ceived sufficient discussion, and he was well 
within his rights in drawing attention to it. 
But one of the most important points in 
connection with the Bill was the board 
which was to be formed to deal with the 
immigrants as they came in. There was 
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Yet Members opposite, with- | 
out giving one thought to this question, | 
asked the House, composed as it was | 


left. out | 
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no better body from which such a board 
could be formed than that of our port 
sanitary authorities. He had received a 
request from the port sanitary authority 
of Newcastle on-Tyne asking him to point 
out to the Home Secretary that these 
bodies were in existence, and he trusted 
|that when the right hon. Gentleman 
| framed these iules he would remember 
| their existence. If he did, and appointed 
| the immigration boards from them, he 
/would find he had appointed most 
efficient bodies. 








Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) said that 
notwithstanding the somewhat surprising 
and unusual desire of hon, Members 
opposite to go to a division, he felt con- 
strained for a short time to intervene in 
this debate. Thev had heard at great 
length day after day elabo:ate argum: nts 
from hon, Gentlemen opposite, and 
| hitherto he had onlv been a listener. 
but as the Bill was of universal interest 
to the country, and as this clause was of 
such peculiar interest to those who had 
any knowledge of the administratio: 
of the laws of the country, he 
was quite sure the most impatient 
Member of the House would bear with 
him for a few moments. As a lawyer he 
could conscientiously say that he was 
| convinced that it would be better for the 
immigrants themselves that they should 
have the right to appeal to aboard 
rather than a Court of Appeal. They had 
heard a good deal of prosecution and 
persecution, and anybody who carefully 
considered this matter must come to the 
conclusion that to relegate these unfor- 
| tunate people to the law’s delays by send- 
_ ing them toa Court of Appeal would be not 
only to persecute, but to ruin in many 
'cases the unfortunate appellant. Their 
| great object should be to create a good 
businesslike board which should be 
able, owing to its composition, to deal 
with the cases which from time to time 
were brought before it. He had been 
much strack by the suggestion that the 
'word ‘‘industrial’”? should be sub- 
stituted for the word ‘‘ business,” Such 
/a change would exclude entirely from 
‘the board men _ having knowledge 


/of administration—such men as magis- 
trates, solicitors, barristers, and others 
acquainted with the administration of 
the laws, and having a knowledge of the 
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rules of evidence. Could anyone con- 
ceive anything more unfortunate than 
that the poor immigrant, about whom so 
much sympathy had been expre sed, 
should be brought before a board which 
was absolutely destitute of the know- 
ledge of the simplest rules of evidence. 


{18 Juty 1905} 





There must be a quorum, and the clerk | 
must be able to choose from a panel | 
which would do justice to the immigrant. | 


Then it Would be impossible to have 
such a large number ip the smaller ports 
as in London, and that was another 
reason for greater variety being secured 
in the panel. Those qualities must be 
secured in order to ensure fair plav tothe 
unfortunate foreign immigrant. The only 
way to secure freedom and liberty was 
to have a board comyosed of different 
qualities. The board of appeal would 
degenerate into a board of persecution 
without the qualification provided by 
the second part of the clause. 


Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, 
Walden) rose in his place, and claimed 
to move, “* That the Question be now 
put; but Mr. Speaker withheld his 
assent, and declined then to put that 
Question, 


Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green. 
8.W.) said he could not understand the in- 
tention of the hon. Member who had 
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of hon. Gentlemen opposite to conclude 
the debate. 


Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : There are eight more clauses 
to discuss. 


Mr. FORDE RIDLEY said he would 
remind the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs that if he had remembered that 
in the earlier stages of the Billthey might 
now have had a good deal more time in 
which to discuss the remaining clauses. 


| Afterall the arguments that had been used 
about the injustice, the hardship, and the 


Saffron 


cruelty going to be done to the poor immi- 
grants, it was, he must say, the strangest of 
allanomaliesthat bon. Gentleman opposite, 
who had been palpably opposed all 
through to the Bill, root and branch, 
should rise and propose that the very 
clause which was for the protection of 
the immigrant should be left out. 


Mr. J. F. Horr (Sheffield, Brightside) 
rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
* That the Question be now put.” 


Question, “ That the Question be now 
put,” put, and agreed to. 


Question put accordingly, ‘That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.”’ 


The House divided :—Aves, 173; Noes, 


moved the Amendment, nor the anxiety 152, (Division List No. 294.) 


AYES, 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Bowles, 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Bull, 


Carson, 


Lt-ColH F.( Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
srymer, Wliliam Ernest 
Villiam James 
Burdett-Coutts, 
Xt. Hn.Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. 


Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers 
Doxfcrd, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Rt. HnAilwyn Edw. 


W. 





Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chajman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


2tHnJ.A( Wore. | 
| Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
| Finlay, Rt Hn Sirk. B(Iny’rn’ss 


| Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J(Mane'r 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Fisher, William Hayes 


| Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 


| Forster, Henry William 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | 
| Gordon, Maj. Evans(T'rH’ ml’ts 


Gardner, Ernest 


Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby | 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hn. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir Jobn H 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. 'T. (Denbigh 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants, Farehain 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Liddell, Henry 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt HnWalter( Bristol, S) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allen, Charles P. 

Baker, Joseph AYen 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, Ei. (Cork, 5.) 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, John \Yilliams 
Boland, John 

3olton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John \William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, CaptEC(SAndrw’sBghs) 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Macanochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis(Edinburgh) | 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlinghsire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.JH( Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore, J. ‘Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

Morgan, D J. (Walthamstow) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
O’ Neill, Hn. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Peate, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 


NUES. 


Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Guest, Hn. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
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Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, HC( North’mb, Tyneside 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt.Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Col SirCEH(Sheftield) 
Walrond, Rt. HnSirWm. H. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und Lyne 


| Wilson, John (Glasgow ) 


| MacVeagh, 


Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H. (Yorks 
Wodehouse, Rt. HnE.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


TELLERS FoR THE AyeEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Franci 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W 

Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M'Crae, George 


M‘Kean, John 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil | 


Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 


Arthur (Durham) | 


| Norman, 


Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 


Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan,W 
Lambert, George 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Camarthen) 
Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murp y, John 

Nann tti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Henry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, 


Mid.) 


O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 


| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 


| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O'Malley, William 


O'Mara, James 
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O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Richards, Thomas 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
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Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Spencer, Rt Hn C.R(Northants | Young, Samuel 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr | 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan | 
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White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull,W.) 
| Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid 
| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Woodhouse, SirJT( Huddersf’d 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES.—Mr. 
Dalziel and Mr. Trevelyan. 


Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) | Weir, James Galloway 


*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) moved to add at the end of Clause 2 
a sub-section providing that one member 
of the immigration board should be a 
member of some bona fide organisation of 
workmen. He said that the qualifica- 
tious for members of the boards were by 
no means of a satisfactory character. 
It was proposed that one member should 
have magisterial experience, another 
business experience, and the third ad- 
ministrative experience. These were very 
ambiguous descriptions, especially the 
second, He believed the really practical 
man would be found among the working- 
class organisations. At the time he placed 
the Amendment on the Paper he did not 
know that the members of the board 
would be paid for their services ; he had 
expected that they would do the work 
gratuitously in the same way as Members 
of Parliament ; therefore it was not with 
any intention of finding snug well-paid 
berths for working men that he made this 
proposal. But they were constantly 
told that the working classes would be 
immediately affected by the Bill, and, if 
that were so, what objection could there 
be to putting a member of a working class 
organisation on these boards’ Men of 
the right type could easily be found ; there 
were trades councils in every one of the 
eleven ports where immigration boards 
were to be set up, and represeatatives 
from these bodies would bring to bear 
on the work of the boards just that 
practical experience which was necessary. 
Such members by a few direct and tech- 
nical questions would immediately ascer- 
tain whether immigrants were what thev 
professed to be, would very quickly detect 
impostors, and he was convinced they 
would prove to be exceedingly valuable 
members of the boards. He expressly 
inserted the words “ bona fide organisa- 
tion,” in order to prevent bounty-fed 


| 





agitators connected with associations that 
were not financially supported by work- 
ing men and which did not represent 
the working classes, from being placed 
on these boards. In the hope that 
the Home Secretary would not 
only the advantage, but the absolute 
necessity of the class of appointment 
which he advocated, he begged to move. 


see 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.), 
in seconding, said he thought an Amend- 
ment of this kind was necessary for th: 
proper working of the measure. They 
had upon a previous occasion tried to in 
troduce a clause to protect British 
labour, and they had been chided with 
claiming to be in favour of this Bil! 
whilst they had been opposing it al! 
through. However bad a Bill might be 
it was part of the duty of wise men to try 
their best to minimise the evils in it. 
They had tried to introduce an Amend- 
ment to keep out alien contract labour 
during strikes, but thev had failed. He 
thought his hon. friend who had moved 
this Amendment had put the case fairly 
and clearly before the House, and if the 
Home Secretary could not accept this 
{mendment he hoped he would be able 
to frame some rule which would carry out 
this idea. The Home Secretary had laid 
down certain conditions which were 
necessary as qualifications for those who 
would be appointed to serve on the 
immigration boards, and he submitted 
to the right hon. Gentleman that there 
were connected with the great trades or- 
ganisations in every port a number of men 
who possessed at least two of the qualifi- 
cations out of the three required for the 
formation of these boards. The Home 
Secretary laid down as one qualification 
that they must be magisterial. He 
was aware that there were not many 
working men who were magistrates, 
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and there ought to be more. 
done by the great trades organisations of 
this country had specially fitted men for 
serving on these boards. One of the 
qualifications laid down was that they 
must be business men. Ifa trades union 
leader fulfilled his position properly he 
was bound to have manifested before his 
Appointment strong business capabilities. 
The class of people to be dealt with by 
these boards would be the very poor 
people, and he might mention that there 
was hardly a board of guardians in any 
part of the country upon which some 
working men had not made themselves 
thoroughly acquainted with the working 
of the Poor Law. For these reasons he 
thought the members of trade organi- 
sations were specially qualified for taking 
it least one of the positions on these 
boards. He thought that a working 
man was the best judge as to whether any 
of these immigrants were undesirables or 
not. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 20, at the end, to insert the 
words, ‘(3) Notwithstanding anything herein- 
hx fore contained one member of the immigration 
hoard shall be a member of some bona fide 
organisation of workmen.” —(J/r. Cremer. )— 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
he there inserted.” 


Mayor EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) said he found himself 
very largely in agreement with the 
proposer and seconder of the Amendment 
in what they had said as to the desirability 
of having a representative of the working 
classes atall events on the panel. There 
were a great many matters which would 
come before the board on which the 
opinion and advice of men acquainted 
with the industrial conditions of the 
locality would be of great value, and he 
hoped the Home Secretary would see his 
way to having the names of such men 
upon the panel, feeling sure that it would 
give confidence both to the immigrants 
and to the working classes. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
vHE HOME DEPARIMENT (Mr. 
AkeErS-Dove.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 
said he had a great deal of sympathy with 
the material part of the Amendment, 
but he could not accept it in the form in 


Mr. John Vilson. 


{COMMONS} 


The work | 





Bill. 


1148 


which it was moved. He was perfectly 
prepared to put persons accustomed to in- 
dustrial matters on the panel, and he 
dared say that one of them would thus 
serve on the board in many instances, 
but that was a different thing to putting 
them on the panel and compelling the 
summoning officer always to summon 
one. Hethought he showed his intention 
to the House the previous night ; and he 
considered the word ‘‘ business’’ would 
cover not only proprietors of businesses 
and manufacturers, but also those who 
had industrial experience. Certainly that 
was the sense in which he should construe 
the word when he administered the Act. 
The hon. Member for Manchester had 
handed in an Amendment to insert the 
word ‘‘ industrial.’ He should have 
been perfectly prepared to accept that, 
and he thought it would to a large extent 
have met the views of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite; but the Amendment moved 
went very much further than that, and 
he could not accept it in its present form. 
The hon. Member, however, might take it 
that he did not differ from him in the 
desire to secure on the panel the experi- 
ence of those dealing with the industrial 
classes, and who undoubtedly possessed 
a great deal of that information which 
they desired to get. He could not 
accept the Amendment as it was, and he 
did not think it was necessary, because 
he could assure the hon. Member that the 
representatives of the class which he 
desired would be put upon the panel, 
for they could undoubtedly do the im- 
migration board a great deal of service. 
He had gone some way to meet the hon. 
Member ; but, although he accepted the 
spirit of the Amendment, he could not 
accept the actual words. 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said he thought a moments 
consideration would show that the con- 
cession made by the Home Secretary 
was not worth very much. It was no 
satisfaction to know that a representa- 
tive of labour was to be put on the panel 
when perhaps he would never be called. 
There was no guarantee that the men 
whose names were upon the panel would 
be selected in rotation. They distinctly 
laid down the principle that there should 
be on the board a magistrate or man 
with magisterial experience; a man ot 
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business capacity ; and a man of admin- | 
istrative skill; and they might have on 
the panel from now till Doomsday a 
representative of labour who would never 
be called to attend a single meeting of 
the board. He submitted that that was 
no satisfaction to them or those they 
represented. This was a question which 
more directly came home to the working 
classes than to any other class of the | 
community. They were more interested | 
in this question than either the magis- | 
trate, the business man, or the man of | 
administrative capacity. The people to 
be dealt with by the boards were of their | 
own class, and all their associations, | 
sympathies, and aspirations were such 
as were born of men of their own class in | 
this country. If, therefore, they wanted 
the Act to be smoothly administered 
they would do well to accept the Amend- 
ment. Although they appreciated the | 
step the Home Secretary had taken 
in advance in the matter, practically it 
amounted to no concession at all. 4 4 





Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
uid he recognised the spirit which the 
Home Secretary had shown in the 
matter, but he thought it would be more 
gracious and only just if he acceded en- 
tirely to the principle of the Amendment. 
By doing so he would be promoting 
and facilitating the successful working | 
of the Bill. While it was most important 
that they should have on these boards 
men versed in legal technicalities and of 
strong and far-reaching capabilities, he | 
submitted it was equally important | 
that they should also have a working | 
man, experienced in the difficulties of 
living, of providing food, and earning | 
wages. With the experience so gained, | 
a man would contribute valuable assist- 
ance to a righteous and;just decision 
on the intricate questions which would 
come from time to time before the 
immigration board. It-might be "said 
that a working man might be here and 
there tempted to take action that would 
unduly keep out an immigrant who 
came here to compete with British labour. 
He believed, however, that the working 
man was as just and generous as members 
of other classes. But even if such cases 
did arise, his colleagues on the immigra- 
tion board would certainly keep him 
right and see that justice was done all | 
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|would be of 
| boards were endeavouring to decide on 
| questions whether the immigrants who 


| the 


| conclusive 


| immigration board. 


Lill. 


round. He earnestly hoped that the 
Government would be able to make 
this concession. It would be a gracious 
act, and at the same time one that would 
be only just, and that would greatly 
increase the confidence of the people 
of this country in the operation of this 
measure. It was a measure chiefly pro- 
moted in the interests of the lower classes, 
and the Amendment would increase the 
confidence of these classes. 
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Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) appealed 
to the Home Secretary to accept the 
Amendment. The Answer of the right 
hon, Gentleman was very sympathetic, 
but it showed how little he knew of the 
treatment of working men under certain 
circumstances. Even in this House, 
when they had been talking of labour- 
representation, the noble Lord the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 


had said that he was a_ labour 
representative. The words proposed 
‘by the Home Secretary might be 


stretched to include the Under-Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs as a representa- 
tive of labour. He maintained that the 


_ knowledge which working men possessed 


in regard to people of their own class 
great service when the 


/came to this country were or were not 


desirable. Had the Home Secretary or 
Lord Chancellor ever head any 
complaint of the discrimination or judicial 
capacity of the working-men magistrates 
throughout the length and breadth of the 
land? Was not the satisfactory manner 
in which they discharged their duties 
proof that they had the 
faculty for this kind of work? He was 
against the Bill, but, if it was to be passed, 
he desired to have it amended in such a 
manner as would make it less objection- 
able than it otherwise would be. 


*Mr. RENWICK said that during the 
discussions on this Bill shipowners had 
been endeavouring to devise means by 
which immigrants could be landed im- 
mediately. In some instances it might 
be necessary to land them on condition of 
their being examined ashore by the 
He wished to point 
out the inconvenience and delay which 
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might arise in dealing with cases if work- 
ing men were put on the boards. Ships 
arrived at all hours of the day and night, 
and it would be impossible to get work- 
ing men to attend the sittings of the 
board at the times when their presence 
might be most desirable. Shipowners 
wanted men who were on the spot and 
who could be called immediately to 
settle important questions as to debarka- 


tion. While he had nothing to say 
against working men_ representatives 


generally, he thought that in this case 
it would be a mistake to appoint them 
members of these boards. He sincerely 
trusted that the Home Secretary would 
not accept the Amendment. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Chester- 
le-Street) said he could assure the House 
that working men could attend. He 
spoke as one who had had very great 
experience of bona fide working men 
in connection with their organisations. 
In the county of Durham a_ system 
prevailed under which employers were 
brought into almost daily contact with 
the workmen’s unions, and he could state 
that the training these men got in 
dealing with business matters was such 
as would enable them to deal with the 
cuestions which would come _ before 
them on the immigration boards. The 
present chairman of the County Council 
ef Durham was the Member for Mid- 
Durham. There were many men of his 
type in the county of Northumberland. 
There was not a member of that council, 
from the Duke of Northumberland down- 
wards, socially, who would not agree 
with him in saying that among the 
working men were some of the very 
best representatives they had. He was 
sorry the Home Secretary could not 
see his way to ensure there should be 
always a working man on the board. 
He had come into contact with working 
men who were certainly fitted to repre- 
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sent any district upon these boards: 
In the county of Durham many working 
men were chairmen of district councils, 
and consequently were magistrates, and 
he had never heard a complaint against 
them of not being able to properly 
discharge their duties. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he was in favour 
of the Amendment. He understood that 
the basis on which the Bill was intro- 
duced was that aliens who were econom- 
ically undesirable should be prevented 
from coming into the country. If that 
was the basis on which it had been 
brought forward, he thought the Home 
Secretary would agree that the best man 
to decide whether an alien was desirable 
or not was a working man. He hoped 
the Home Secretary would reconsider his 
decision. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) asked how 
the working man would be chosen out 
of the panel when ships arrived. Could 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
they would be taken in rotationor picked 
out arbitrarily by some particular official ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said it 
seemed to him that the request made in 
this Amendment was a reasonable one. 
After all, the great bulk of immigrants 
belonged to those classes who in foreign 
countries were called the working classes. 
It did not seem extravagant to request 
that one of the members of the board 
should be one of their own class in 
this country who would most readily 
appreciate the conditions which had 
induced those foreigners to seek reluge 
on our shores. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 168; Noes, 
217. (Division List No. 295.) 


AYFEs. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. ) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Asquith, Rt Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentwerth C. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 


Boland, John 


Brigg, John 


Burt, Thomas 


Mr. Renwick. 


Black, Alexander William 
| Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
right, Allan Heywood 

Broadhurst, Henry 


3urke, E. Haviland 


| Buxton, Sydney Chas.(Poplar 


Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 

| Cawley, Frederick 
| Channing, Francis Allston 
| Cheetham, John Frederick 
| Churchill, Winston Spence: 
| Clancy, John Joseph 

) | Condon, Thomas Joseph 
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Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice. CaptEO(S. Andrw’sBghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, Wiliam 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.Ed 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, RtHnHerbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Guest, Hn. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Yelme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Is.acs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 


\ox-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir Williain Reynell 
Arkvright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, RtHnHaghO, 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrev-Fetcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Ralfour, RtHnA.J (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S, Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C, T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
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Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson. Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

MaecVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham. Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 


NOES. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
3ignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

sill, Charles 

Bingham Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Loustield, William Robert 
3owles, Lt.-Col. HF( Middlesex 
Brassey. Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn, St. John 
3rotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex, H. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 

3ull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, RtHn, Sir Edw. H. 
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Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, ». Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs} 
toe, Sir Thomas i 
Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E 

Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw Chas. Edw.(Staiford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
‘Lhomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmanran 
Weir. James Galloway 

White. George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North‘ 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whittaker, 'Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas. Henry(Hull, W. 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York. W.R. 
Woodhouse, SirJT(Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Cremer and Mr. John 
Wilson (Durham) 


Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJA (Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T.(S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H, A, E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Coston, Chas, Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Laicas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
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Davenport, William Bromley 


Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William’Theodore 
Dvke, RtHn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B, (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Rt Hn Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J(Man’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Rt HnSicR. BUInv rn’ss) 
Fisher, William Haves 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzrov. Hn, Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hon. A.G, H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk, 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(‘T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby 
Goschen, Hn. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, HenryRobert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, Ja» es Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’ nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S, 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath,SirJas. Err NW. 
Henderson, Sir A, (Stafford, W 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 


Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Tose 3 
Hozier, Hn, James HenryCecil 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn, Arthur Fred 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


3, line 30, after the word 
of an 
paragraph twenty - two or twenty 
hundred and eighty-one 
1892, or 
offence asa prostitute under Section seventy-two 
of The Towns Improvement (Lreland) Act, 1854, 

or paragraph eleven of Section fifty-four of the 
Metropolitan Police Act, 1839.” 


“Tn page 
to insert the words ‘or 


three 
Police 


section 


Burgh (Scotland) Act, 


tary Akers- Douglas.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H 
Kenyon Hn. Geo. T (Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glaszow) 
Lee, A, H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Liddell, Henry 

Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A, R. 
Long, Col, Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, RtHn Walter ( Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lovd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J, (Portsm’th 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Chas, (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Tan 

Marks, Harrv Hananel 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH. E(Wiet'n 
Maxwell, W.JH (Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir Frederick G, 
Milvain, Thomas 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C, 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Mvers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hn, Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herb, Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S, 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretymao,‘ Ernest George 


Mr. 


‘ fine,’ Appleby) 
off nce under to strike out 
- three of 


of The 


of an 


Secre- 


—(Vr. 


ship, 


sponsible for the conduct of such a pas: 
| senger six months after that passenger had 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col Edward 


Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas, Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackne v) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L, 
Xollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon, James 
tovds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
tutherford, W.W.(Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col, S.G, Stopt ord 
Sadler, Col, Sainuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W, 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Smith, H.C( North’ mb, Tyneside 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn, Lord (Lanes, 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hn, Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord FE, (Chichester) 
Tollemache, Henry 
Tomlinsen, Sir Wm. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirC, EH(Sheffidd 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Nir WilliamH 
Welby, Lt.ColAC.E.(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E( Notts) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton'und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H( Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R( Bath) 
Wolff. Gustay Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 


James 


Edw. M. 


TELLERS FoR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


JONES (Westmoreland, 
an Amendment 


Sub-section 2 of Clause 4 


on the ground that to make the master 
of a ship responsible for six months for 
the good behaviour of aliens which he 
had brought to this country was unfair. 
How on earth was a ship’s 
know the character of a passenger on his 
and how 


captain to 


could he be made re- 
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left his ship ? 


i) practice, 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) seconded the 


Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘In page 4, line 20, 
(2) of Clause 4.” 


Question proposes 


the Bill.” 


Agg-Gardner, James T 
Agnew, Sir 


Andrew Noe 


Aliens 


The scheme was unfair | 
principle, and would be unworkable | Roperr 
said that the sub-section was argued at 


i 


ynte 


1 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. H. ¢ 
Arroll, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Johr 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Ha.SirlL 
Bagot, Capt Josceline FitzRoy 
Dailey, James (Walworth) 
Jalearres, Lord 

Jalfour, Rt. Hn. AVS. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. Gerald W (Leeds 


jalfour, Kenneth R. (Christch 


Banbury, Sir Fredrk. (i 
Banner, John S. Harmo: 
Bartley, Sir Creorge C.J 
Bentinck, Lord Henry ¢ 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M 
Bienold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James! 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, ; 
Bousticld, William Robe 
sowles, Lt.-Col. H.1 
Brassey, Albert 
Br drick, Rt Ton. St. 
Brotherton, Edward Al 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Sir 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, Wikliam James 
Burdett-Coutis, WW. 
Butcher. John CQeorse 
Cartile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw 
Cautley, Henry Strothe 
Cavendish, V.@. 


Cayzer, Sir Charle 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston M: 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Gre 


Chamberlain, Rt. Ha. J 
Chumberlain, Re. HbA 
‘hunberlayne, T 
Hilward 
‘Jive, Captain Perey A. 
Kdward Feetha 
Hn. Thos. H. 
Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hoa. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


VOL, CXLIX, 


(Ntha 


y 
Vp ahah, 


‘ochrane, 
‘ouhill, 


( 
( 
( 
Coates, 
( 
( 


W.(Der 


.(Bi 


‘Ort 


wl. 


Colonel Henry 


rl 


"| Middlesex 


John 


opsh.) 


if. 
: 
bysh.) 


William 


tor) 


nw ich 





rit. 





\ . 
ye Ore, 


inpton 


ne 


A. KE. 


Athol 


[Four?rH Srerizs.] 


‘That the 
proposed to be left out stand part of 





{18 JuLy 1905} 


THE 


hoped the 


pressed. 


to leave out Sub-section | 


—(Mr. Leif Jones.) 


words | 


AYES. 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrvinple, Sir Charks 
Davenport, Wiliam Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Aker 
Doxford, Sir Williar n'The« ular 
Duke Heary Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn.Sit William Hart 


Robert 


Rgerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


Fellowes Rt HnAilwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir) (Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Finch, Rt. Hn. George H 
Finley, Rt. Hn.SirR. BOnwrn’ss 
‘isher, William Hayes 


Frederick William 
Hn. Edward 


Fine yn, 


Fitzroy, Algernot 


Flannery, Sir Fortesciu 
lower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 


Galloway. William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Cibbs, Hon. A. G. EL. 
(iodson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
(lordon, Maj Evans(Trlaimlet 
Hn. S. F. Ormsby 
Croschen, Hn. ¢ Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Cuway, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
(Groves, James Grimble 
(ruthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F 
Hambro. Charles Eric 
Hamilton Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 


(Crore, 


‘ . 
woree 


Hardy. L. (Kent, Ashfora) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Hay, Hn. Claude George 


Heath, Arthur How: ird( Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords.N. W 
Henderson, Sir A. (Staiford,W. 


2U 


ATTORNEY - GENERAL 
FINLay, 


The House divided :—Ayes, 
| 177. (Division List No. 


cay 
j 





Bil. 1158 


(Sir 
Burghs) 


Inverness 


considerable length in Committee, and he 
Amendment 
The sub-seetion would tend to 
make the ship-owner more careful. 


would not he 


Question put. 


244; Noes, 
296:) 


Hermon-Hodge Sit Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hoge, Lindsay 

Hope, J,F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. = nt, Faversham) 
HLozier, Hn. arenes s Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverbouse 
Jeffreys, Ru. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herb. Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn. Sir John EL. 
Kenyor, Hn. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Fredk. Wm. 
Lieut.-General 

. Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Hn. H. L. W.( Mile End 


Know les, 


Le LWson, 

Loe, ArthurH. (Hants, Fareham 
het ss. Sie Eliott (Birkenhead) 
be |. Hon. Heneage 
Pir ve caiaiiin re FPrederiek N.S. 
Liddell, Henry 

Llewellyn, n ILenry 
Lockwood, Lient.-Col. A. R. 
hen a Cs I. rs s. W. (Evesham) 
Lone Rill. Walter (Bristol 8. 
hi itt John Brownlee 
howe, Franeis William 

Lowa Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reeinaldd.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacIver D. wid (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

VivArthur, Charles (Liverpool 
Mfver, SirLewis( EdinburghW. 
MkKillop, James (Stirlingshire 
Mateolm, Tan 


Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell. Rt. HaSirH kk Wigt'n) 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
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Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Ed. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Artbur,H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hn. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt.Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George’ 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 





Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Jcaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

3enn, John Williams 


Black, Alexander William 
Joland, John 
Bolton,Thomas Dolling | 


Sond, Edward 

Brigg, John 

sright, Allan Heywood 
3roadburst, Henry 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | 
Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
3uchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, IE. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

3uxton, N.E.(York,NRWhitby 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cliney, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, Jobn William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) | 
Delaiy, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway) 
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Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, 8. Forde 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. Lb. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hn. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. (Stopford) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, 'Thomas 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith,H.C(North’mb, Tyneside 
Smith, RtHnJParker(Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Rt. Hn.'Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewarc, Sir M. J. M“Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 





Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 


NOES. 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny N.) 
Dewar, John A (Inverness-sh.) 
Dilke. Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 


| Donelan, Captain A. 
| Doogan, P. C. 
| Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
| Duncan, J. Hastings 
| Edwards, Frank 
Elibank, Master of 
| Ellice,Gapt E C (SAndrw’sBghs | 
| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
| Eve, Harry Trelawney 
| Fenwick, Charles 
| Field, 


William 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Cioddard, Daniel Ford 


| Guest, Hn. Tvor Churchil] 

| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Haldane, Rt. Hn. 
| Hammond, John 


Richard B. 


Harcourt, Lewis 


| Hardie, J. Keir(Merthyr'Tydvil 
| Harwood, George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke. Sir John Batty 
Turnour. Viscount 
Vincent,Col Sir C EH(Sheftield) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-ColA C E (Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H. (AshtonundLyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry W. 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayes.—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 


| Jacoby, James Alfred 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Joyce, Michael 


Kennedy, V. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex(Donegal, \W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 


| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur Wim. (Cornwall) 
MCrae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) — | 
O-Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) | 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas 


And, it being after Kleven of the clock, | 
Mr. SpEAKER proceeded, in pursuance of | 
July 5th, to | 
Question on 


the Order of the House of 
put forthwith the 
Amendments moved by the 


of which notice had been given. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 7, line 29, after the word * Act,’ to | 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj JEB (Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Spencer, Rt Hn C R( Northants) 


- Stanhope, Hon: Philip James 


Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 


EAST 


any | 
Government | 
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‘Lomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

‘Lrevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walaron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 
Woodhouse Sir J T(Huddersf'd 
Young. Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 





Leif Jones and Mr. Emmott, 


INDIA LOANS [RAILWAYS]. 
Resolution reported— 


“ That it is expedient to authorise the 
|Secretary of State im Council of India 
to raise in the United Kingdom on the 
security of the Revenues of India, by the 
creation and issue of capital stock, bonds, 
debentures, or bills, a sum, not exceeding 
£20,000,000, for the following purposes :— 








insert the words ‘on an appeal to an immigra- | 


: Sa: a) The construction, extension, and 
tion board’ ’—( Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) | (2) ; 


equipment of Railways in India 

; = | by State Agency or through 

Question, “ That the Amendment be the Agency of Companies. 

made,” put, and agreed to. : 

(6) The repayment of the principal 
of any bonds or debentures 
issued by any such company 
under the guarantee of the 
Secretary of State. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 7, line 33, after the word * character, 
to insert the words ‘or whether a crime is an | 
extradition crime.’ ”—(.Vr. Seerctary Akers- 
Douglas.) | (c) The discharge of any obligations 
incurred by the Secretary of 
State by reason of the purchase 
of any railway or the deter- 
mination of any contract from 

or with such company.” 


Question, “ That the Amendment be 
made,” put, and agreed to. | 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— | 
“In page 7, line 34, to leave out the words | . , . 
from the first ‘ State,’ to the end of line 35, and Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
insert the words ‘in accordance with rules made | asked the Secretary of State for India to 
— this Act, and the Board shall act in ac- | give some explanation with regard to the 
cordance with his decision.’ "—(.Mr. Secretary | og 900,000 which it was proposed to 
Akers- Douglas.) : j : : 
borrow under this Resolution. If he did 
- a6 ws so, the progress of the Bill might be pro- 
brie aes > es | moted. He noticed that the Resolution 
made,’ put, and agreed to. authorised the raising of £20,000,000 in 
| the United Kingdom upon the security 
Bill to be read the third time To- | of the revenues of India. He supposed 
morrow, and to be printed. 





[Bill 277.] | that the ordinary rule would be followed 
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and half the money would be raised in 
India. He assumed that it would not be 
necessary to have a Resolution of this 
House inorder to raise part of this loai 
in India. Tf half the money was raised in 
India it would be raised at 54 per cent., 
whilst if raised in this country the iiterest 
would be 3 per cent. In the year 1905-1 
the Government got more money in this 
country at 3 per cent. than they got in 
India at 33 per cent. They might affect 
a saving to India by getting the whole 
amount at 3 per cent. in this country, 
and he therefore wished to have an 
explanation from the Secretary for India 
upon this point. If the security was 
the same, India should not be burdened 
with 354 per cent. unless there was son 
special purpose to be served. Some oi 


{COMMONS} 
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earliest possible date, because the greatest 
object to be attained at present was the 
development of the resources of India. 
He hoped the House would confirm the 
decision of the Committee. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) 
approved of the policy of borrowing a 
portion of the money in India. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the 
Chairman of Ways and Means and Mr, 
Secretary Brodrick. 


this money was for the purpose of taking | 


over the Bombay - Baroda 
understood that the policy of the Govern- 


ment was to extend the railway system 


in India, and that was a policy which was 
approved of upon both sides of the House. 


He hoped that upon the Second Reading | 


the right hon. Gentleman would give ther 
a full statement of the purposes for which 
this loan was required and more par- 
ticulars about the extensions. As this 
country had practically the management 
of the affairs of India, it was necessary 
to show that when matters came before 
this House affecting India they received 
some attention imstead of being passed 


without anything being said about them, | 


THe SECRETARY of STATE vor 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) said the money was to be applied 
to railway purchase and railway con- 
struction in India ; and spread over the 
whole of the railways in India it gave a 


capital invested at the rate of nearly | 


5 per cent. That was a position to 
which he thought no other country in the 
world could afford a parallel. It was true 
that a rupee loan in India could only be 
raised at 35 per cent.: but the Govern- 
ment had adopted the principle that 
money should be borrowed as largely as 
possible in the country where it was to be 
expended. That was the justification 
for paying a higher rate of interest in 
India than was paid in Great Britain. 
It was imperative that they should have 
this additional borrowing power at the 


Mr, Cauldwell. 


line. He | 


EAST INDIA LOANS (RALLWAYS) BILL, 


* To empower the Secretary of State im 
Council of India te raise money in the 
United 
extension, and equipment of Railways m 
India by State agency or through the 
wid for other 
presented eccordingly, and 
to be read a second 
printed 


Kingdom for the construction, 


agency of companies : 
purposes,” 
read the first time : 
time ‘o-morrow, and to be 
[ Bill 278.] 


LUNACY BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bull) withdrawn. 


PRIZE COURTS BILE |LORDS|. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
i discharged. Bill) withdrawn. 


| MEDICAL ACT (1886) AMENDMENT BILL. 


{Tuirp Reapinc. | 
Order for Third Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


That the Bill be now read a third 
time.” 

















d 
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GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) explained that the Bill 
was intended to carry out the principle of 
reciprocity between the mother country 
and Canada in the matter of medical 
education, A special reason for the 
introduction of the Bill was that during 
the war In South Africa a number of 
medival men volunteered to serve with 
the Army, but the War Office said it was 
contrary to our law for them to attend a 
British soldier or to hold any official 
appointment. This Bill would enable 
these doctors to enter the service of this 
country as if they had been born here, 
aud would also give an opportunity to any 
medical man going from this country 
to take up his profession in Canada. 
He trusted that the House would agree 
to the Third Reading. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
said he did not rise to object to this Bill. 
fle had a difficulty in regard to this 
measure, and he thought it was only right 
that he should inform the House what it 
was. Already they had reciprocity be- 
tween this country and their Colonies, 
and so far so good. In the case of 
Canada the reciprocity could only be 
through the central Government in 
Canada. It also happened that there 
was Home Rule in Canada. They had 
local Governments there, and some of 
them might refuse to give reciprocity 
to medical men in this country. Under 
this Bill those provincial councils would 
come in to reap the benefit. 


GENERAL LAURIE: No. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he did not 
think that our medical men could go to 
those provincial localities and practice, 
Whereas anyone could come from Canada 
to this country and practice. He would 
not press his objection now, but he 
thought that it was only right that he 
should state his reasons for objecting. 
These questions were always carefully 
considered by him, and whenever they 
came up he could always give a substan- 
tial reason why he objected to any Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


{18 Juny 1905} 
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(Ireland) Bill. 1166 
TOWN TENANTS (ILRELAND) BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) moved the omission 
of Clause 1, which confers on a tenant 
to which the Bill applies the right to 
compensation for improvements. There 
was nothing in the clause to limit the 
proposal in the Bill to tenants in towns. 
The first few lines said— 

“Subject to the provisions of this Act. a 
tenant of a holding to which this Act. applies 
may, on quitting his holding, be entitled to 
claim, in the prescribed manner, compensation 
to be paid by the landlord in respect of all im- 
provements on his holding made by him or his 
predecessors in title, which have added to the 
letting value of the holding.” 


He had always understood a holding to 
be a farm in the country and not a house 
ina town. It was most important in all 
Acts of Parliament that there should be 
no loophole on which an action could be 
founded and law expenses incurred. 
That was the reason why the clause 
should be left out in order, perhaps, 
that one more clear might be inserted. 
He objected to the clause also because 
it was retrospective. He argued that 
it was contrary to all sound principles 
of contract to enact that where an agree- 
ment had been freely entered into between 
two parties the bargain should be altered 
solely to the advantage of one of the 
parties. That seemed to him to be an 
infringement of all justice and an act 
which on his side of the House they 
would do their best to prevent. Another 
part of the clause said that the Court, in 
awarding compensation to the tenant 
in respect of improvements— 

“May, in reduction of the tenant’s claim, 
take into consideration the rent at which such 
holding bad been held, and any benefits which 
the tenant may have received from his landlord 
in consideration expressly or impliedly of the 
improvements made.” 


He did not understand the clause, and 
he was not sure that anybody else did. 
It seemed to have been drafted for the 
purpose of making work for lawyers 
and for adding to the expenses of the 
tenants and the equally unfortunate 
He begged to move. 
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ney, S.), in seconding the Amendment, 
sald this Bill seemed to him to be one of 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack:- | 


of the House. 


1168 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
|‘ Subject to the provisions of this Act a 
‘tenant ’ stand part of the Bill.’ 


the most pernicious that could be directed , 


against the interests of the owners of 
town holdings in Ireland. 
the unfair way in which the Bill would 
work, he instanced the case of a tenant 
who had built a billiard room at the back 
of his house. Supposing a man wished 
to buy a house to which a billiard room 


As showing) 


Mr. CLANCY said that the Bill had 
been carried on the Second Reading by a 
large majority and it had been thoroughly 
threshed out in the Standing Committee. 
Without further remark he invited the 
House to reject the Amendment. 


had been added, according to the scheme | 


of this Bill, not only would he have to 
pay for the actual cost of the billiard 
room, but something in addition—the 
increased value of the house caused by 
the building of the billiard room. 


Mr. Crancy (Dublin County, N.) rose 
in his place, and claimed to move, 
“* That the Question be now put”? ; 
but Mr. Speaker withheld his assent, 
and declined then to put that Question. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Will the 


hon. Member kindly go home ¢ 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
that what he wanted was to get the im- 
portant principle contained in this clause 
settled once for all. [Interruption from 
the Irtsu Benches.] Hon. Members did 
not seem to appreciate the point. 


An HON. MEMBER on tHe IRISH 
BENCHES: We do not appreciate your 
conduct. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
that if hon. Gentlemen were anxious 
to come to a division he was perfectly 
willing for them to do so. He there- 
fore seconded the Amendment to leave 
out Clause 1. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page I, line 5, to leave out Clause 1.”— 


(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
that this clause furnished a remarkable 
illustration of the value of a principle 
which was often derided, but which hada 
very real foundation in fact, the principle 
of resisting what was called the thin edge 
of the wedge. In 1870 Mr. Gladstone 
passed a Bill to give compensation to 
agricultural tenants in Ireland _ for 
improvements. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.) said 
that the Irish tenants were not in the 
same position as English tenants. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL admitted that the 
Irish agricultural tenants were in a very 
special position, and that was why 
Parliament was asked to intervene on 
their behalf; but that 
why the precedent should be followed 
and compensation be given to a wholly 
different class of tenants. 


was no reason 


| And, it being Midnight, the debate 
stood adjourned. 


; Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


TRADE MARKS (RECOMMITTED) BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and reported: 
as amended ; to be considered to-morrow. 


Adjourned at seven minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE 


Returns, 
OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 19th July, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Littlehampton Urban District Council 
Bill [Lords]. As amended, to be con- 


sidered To-morrow. 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company 


= (Acton District) Bill [Lords]; South 
: Lancashire Tramway: Bill [Lords]. As 
amended, considered; to be read the 
* third time. 

Central London Railway Bill (by 
Order); Great Northern, Piccadilly, and 
¢ Brompton Railway (No. 2) Bil! (by 

= Order). Second Reading def-rred till 
Wednesday next. 

North East London Railway Bill. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 84, 214, 


315, and 239 be suspended. and tiat the 
Bill be now taken into consideration.— 
(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 

Bill, 


ins gly. 


as amended, considered accord- 
Bill to be read the third time. 


Provisional Orders 
Amendments con- 


Electric Lighting 
_ (No, 6) Bill. Lords 
sidered, and agreed to. 


(tas and Water Orders Confirmation 
, (No. 2) Bill [Lords]; Local Government 
E pee onl tes (Poor Law) (No. 2) Bill. 
As amended, considered; to be read the 


- third time To-morrow. 


County of London Electric Supply 
Company Bill [Lords]. Reported, with 
Amendments; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed, 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 
Sir ALEXANDER HARGREAVES 
reported from the Committ e on Group L 
of Private Bills; That, for the con- 
venience of parties, 
adjourned until Friday, at 
Eleven o'clock. 
Table. 


VOL. CXLIX. 


[FourtH SeEries.] 
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Brown | 


the Committee had | 
half-past | 
Report to lie upon the | 
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Sandgate Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords]. Reported from the Police and 
Sanitary Committee, with Amendments; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Reports 


LONDON BUILDING ACTS (AMENDMENT) 
BiLL 

Moved, That, in the case of the 
London Building Acts (Amendment) Bill, 
Standing Orders 84, 214, and 239 be sus- 
pended, and that the Bill be now taken 
into consideration (provided amended 
prints shall have been previously de- 


posited).—(The Chairman of Ways and 
Means.) 
Mr. CUMMING MACDONA (South- 


wark, Rotherhithe): I object. 

Mr. BAILEY (Newington, Walworth) 
appealed to his hon. friend to withdraw 
his objection. There had been a meeting 
with the agents on both sides that 
morning, with the result that a very 
satisfactory and liberal arrangement had 
been come to. 


JOHN BURNS (Battersea) also 
tne objection would be 


Mr. 
trusted that 
withdrawn, 


Mr. CUMMING MACDONA persisted, 
and the Motion stood over, 


PETITIONS. 


OYED WORKMEN BILL. 
in favour; 


UNEMPL 
Petition from Newport, 
lie upon the Table. 


to 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION BILL, 
Petition from Birmingham, for altera- 
tion; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY. 
Return [presented 18th July}; 
printed. [No, 246.] 


to be 


NIVERSITY COLLEGES. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated i8th July, 1905, upon the recom- 
' mendations of the University Colleges 
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Committee [by Command]; | sentenced to twenty-one days imprison- 
the Table. | ment. 





NAVAL WORKS, (Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) In view of all the circumstances, 
showing the Works upon which Expendi- | this is not a case in which compensation 
ture is proposed to be provided for under could properly be granted from the 
the Naval Works Bill of tie present | Exchequer. The police have g:ven Blake 
Session [by Command]; to le upon 3 small gratuity, in consideration of the 
the Table. loss of three days work which was Caused 
by the mistaken identification, and Blake 
AFRICA (No. 5, 1905). has expressed his satisfaction with it. 
He was convicted, not of :obbery, but of 
larceny of a flower-pot. 


Copy presented, of Memorandum | 


Copy presented, of Award of His 

Majesty the King of Italy respecting 
veste ary of the Barotse ; — sl 

een pe e Chinese Coolies in British North Borneo. 


Kingdom. With a Map [by Command]: ha ‘ je 
to lie upon the Table. Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 


'ask the Under-Secretary of State for 

ieee i Foreign Affairs if he will state the number 

JAPAN (No. 1, 1905). ais ees ; pe 

of Chinese coolies imported into British 

1 - — — 5 - . f 

Copy presented of Award of the| North Borneo since the company’s 

Arbitration friounal appointed to pro- | charter was granted. 

nounce on certain questions as to the 

Interpretation of Treaties with Japan 

with regard to Leases held in Perpetuity 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) His Majesty's 
Government are not in possession of the 
information desired by the hon. Member. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). Miirzsteg _ Programme Exemption from 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and ne Years Taxation of Christian 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. | Villages Burnt in 1903. wt 
3443 [by Command]; to lie upon the Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
hil, shire, Stroud): To ask the Under: 
Secretary of State for Foreign Afiairs 
PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY what steps have been taken to enforce 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. the Article of the Miirzsteg programine 
Union of Benefices Act (Saint Michael, providing for exemption from one year's 
Cornhill, with Saint Peter le Poor and *X@tion for Christian villages burnt in 
; it Pe nae 
Saint Benet Fink). Copy of Scheme | +908, 
under The Union cf Benefices Act, 1860, _ : 
for effecting a Union of the Benefices, (Answered by Earl Percy.) According 
of Saint Michael, Cornhill, with Saint the information received by His 


Peter le Poor and Saint Benet Fink [by Majesty’s Government it would appear 
Act]. * | that the inhabitants of villages destroyed 


during the insurrection have in general 
been exempted from one vear’s taxation 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 'or have received relief in some other 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | '™- 


| Sheep Stolen from Michael O'Connor, at 
Compensation to Albert Blake for Wrong- | Gortfada. 

ful Imprisonment. Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham-_| the Chief Secre:ary to the Lord-Lieuten- 

lets, St. George’s): To ask the Secretary | ant of Ireland whether he is aware that 

of State for the Home Department if he | Michael O’Counor, of Gortiada, reported 

will state what compensation it is pro-| to the Sneem police, on 5th February, 


posed to grant to Albert Blake, of Wands- | that nine sheep had been stolen irom him ; 
worth, who was recently wrongfully | and can he state what steps were taken 
convicted on a charge of robbery, and | | by the police to recover those sheep. 





Bnd 











9s rayed. 


Fiut without 


Questions. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Leng.) On 
20th November last O’Connor reported to 
the police that ten of his sheep were mis- 
ing, and that he thought they might have 
Four of the missing sheep were, 
few days liter, found straying on an 
djacent mountain. The police from two 
eighbouring stations were out searching 
‘or the remaining sheep for many days, 
avail. The district is a 
polntainous one. 


| (ficials of Irish Agricultural Department. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) : 
'o ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
sate the names of the officials engaged 
uthe Irish Agricultural Department in 
the drafting and writing of correspon- 
‘ence, the conducting of registies, and 
interviewing cullers on public business 


Hespectively ; and whether he will state 


the amount of salary paid in each case. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) It 
vould, in my opinion, serve no useful 
public purpos: to give this information, 
The Answer to the Question is therefore 
in the negative. 


Allocation of Spirit Licence Duties in 
reland. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask the 
Chief Secretar, to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will lay upon the 
Table of the House the s‘atement of 
accounts showing the allocation of Spirit 
Licence Duties in Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
ish share of the Local Taxation (Customs 
axl Excise) Duties for the vear 1904-5 
Was £128,385 6s, 10d. 
‘i this amount, in pursuance of statute, 


nent of Agriculture 
llistruction; and the balance, viz., 
£0,385 65. 10d., to the Intermediate 
Education Board. 


f 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South African War—Salaries of Press 
ensors. 


ee CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
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(Questions. 


Member for the Chesterfield Division of 
Derbyshire, I beg +o ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether there was any 
salary attaching to the post of Press 
censor in South Africa during the Boer 


War; and, if so, will he state the 
anvunt, and say whether this was 
additional to the pay to which the 


officer holding this 
‘etive service. 


post was entitled on 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoip-Forsrer, Belfast, 
W.): The chief consor was graded as an 
assistant adjutant - general head- 
quarters staff and received £80 a year. 
Other officers employed on censorship 
duties were graded as deputy assistant 
adjutant - generals, receiving £1 18. a 
day, or as staff captains, receiving 15s. a 
day, according to the nature of the 
duties they performed. There was no 
special rate of pay ior censors. 


Ol 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: Was this 
in addition to their pay as officers 4 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER was under- 
stood to reply that those who were 
officers had also the pry of their rank. 


The Proposed Reduction of the Volunteer 
Force—Test of Efficiency. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloneester- 
shire. Stroud): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for East Edinburgh, I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 


can state whether the reports of general 


The allocation | 


vas as follows :—£78,000 to the Depart- | 
and = Technical | 





officers commznding districts as to the 
efficiency of Volunteer units will be 
based on the standard of fitness for 
service abroad; whether the proposed 
reduction in numbers will be determined 
by fitness for service abroad ; and if the 
information requested in Army Council 
Circular of July 11th, 1905, as to fitness 
for service abroad, is a compulsory 
demand, and is in accordance with the 
Volunteer Regulations. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The An- 
swers to the first two QueStions are in 
the negative. The circular letter is in 
the shape of an order and is worded in 
accordance with the custom in His 


| Majesty’s Army, and I have every con- 
ud Shetland): On behalf of the hon.| fidence that commanding officers of 
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Volunteer corps will do their utmost to 
comply with its conditions. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: Then may I 
take it that service abroad is not to be 
the test for the general body of Volun- 
teers ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am 
unable to understand how that impres- 
sion can have arisen. I have said the 
Answer is in the negative. 


War Office Finance Branch. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, during the war, 
the finance branch of the Army had 
practically nothing to do, while the con- 
tracts branch was overwhelmed with 
work; and whether the finance branch 
gave its men to the contracts branch, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I think 
the expression used by me in debate was 
calculated to create a wrong impression 
and to do an injustice to a very hard- 
working sestion of the personnel of the 
War Office. What I intended to indicate 
was that the work of examination and 
audit was of necessity for a time sus- 
pended, but not that these who were 
charged with this work were unoccupied, 
On the contrary, I believe that they shared 
the very heavy general burden which fell 
on the office. I was inexact in stating 
that transfers were made from the finance 
branch to the contracts branch; the 
contracts branch was largely reinforced 
from other sources; but there were im- 
portant transfers in the finance branch 
itself. I am glad to have this opportunity 
of correcting a wrong impression, which | 
had no desire to create, and I thank the 
hon. Member jor giving me the oppor- 
tunity. 


Indian Army Administration—The 
Viceroy s Speech. 

Str HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): I beg to »sk the Secretary of 
State for India whether his attention has 
been called to the report of the speech, 
contained in The Times of to-day, 
delivered ye-terday in the Viceregal 
Council by the Viceroy of India, in which 
the decision of His Majesty’s Government 
with reference to the administration of 
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the Indian Army, and the despatch of 
the Secretary of State conveying that 
derision to the Viceroy, are criticised, I 
might say severely, it not offensively ; 
secondly, what is the prerogitive which 
the Viceroy says was conceded to the 
Government cf India three-quarters of a 
century and which Lord Curzon 
alleges it to be his hounden duty to sus- 
tuin; thirdly, whether the Secretary of 
State will take the earliest opportunity 
of informing the House of the course 
which the Goveriiment proposes to take 
with reference to this extraordinary 
speech. 


Questions. 


ago, 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Ihave telegraphed to the Viceroy 
requesting him to telegraph, for the 
information of His Majesty’s Government, 
the text of the speech wh ch he delivered 
in the Legislative Council yesterday, 
Until I receive it IT cannot meke any 
statement of the views of His Majesty’s 
Government upon the subject. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: The right 
hon. Gentleman has not answered the 


third Question. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I hope to be able 
to make some statement early next 
week. 


Spirit for Manufacturing Purposes 
Regulations. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackminnan 


and Kinross): I beg to ask Mr, Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer whether he is 
aware that the rules and regulations 


made by the Board of Inland Revenue 
for the sale and manufacture of spirits 
for manufacturing purposes are out of 
print; and when the new regulations 
proposed will be printed. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusvEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): If the Revenue Bill 
which is now before the House passes, 
the instructions referred to in the Question 
will require considerable alteration. In 
that event the new regulations will be 
printed as early as possible. If the Bill 
does not pass, I will have the old regula- 
tions reprinted with any modifications 
that are required to bring them up to date: 
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Mr. EUGENE WASON: Will the 
right hon, Gentleman let me have a copy 
of the old regulations ? 


ae 
“Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am afraid they are out of print. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will the 
right hon, Gentleman furnish me with 
particulars as to chicory as promised ? 
The absence of them may delay the Bill. 


Vr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Tf 
the hon. Gentleman will see me in my 
private room I will try to give him the 
information he requires, and will have 
samples ready. 


Customs Watchers. 

Mr, CAUSTON (Southwark, W.) ; I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state what, if any, con- 
cessions he is prepared to make in 
answer to the petition of the Customs 
watchers. 


Mr. CAUSTON: | beg also to ask the 
secretary to the Treasury whether he will 
now give an answer to the petition of the 
upper section non-pensioner watchers 
which was presented ia November last. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 


rap TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Cavey: : 


pisH, Derbyshire, W.): I regret to say 
that I am not yet ina position to make 
a statement on these questions. The 
matter is receiving very careful con- 
sideration, 


Mr. CAUSTON: Shall I have an 
Answer to the Question before the Vote 
comes on in this House ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I will 
endeavour to give it by then. 
British Fruit Industry. 
*Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 


Sowerby): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture if it is the 
intention of the Board to take action 
in accordance with the recommendations 
of the Departmental Committee which 
has recently inquired into and reported 
apon the fruit industry of Great Britain. 
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Mr. HIGHAM: I beg also to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture if 
he is aware of the fact that many rating 
authorities increase the assessments, in 
the case of land devoted to the growing 
of fruit, from the earliest years after the 
planting of the fruit trees ; and if he will 
introduce early legislation to give effect to 
recommendation No. 15 of the Depart- 
mental Committee upon Fruit Industry, 
that the assessments should not be 
raised for a period of five years after 
the planting in the case of small fruit, 
of seven vears in the case of mixed 
plantations, and twelve years in the 
case of orchards. 


Q) uestions. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tae BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Attwyn 
FELLoWEs, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) : 
The various recommendations of the 
Committee will receive my careful 
consideration, but I cannot as yet say 
to what extent it may be possible for 
me to give effect to them. The evidence 
upon which the recommendations are 
based is not as yet available, and it 
would not in any case be practicable 
for me to initiate legislation on the 
subject this session. 


Anthrax in Devonshire, 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
Whethe: his attention has been directed 
to several outbreaks of anthrax in the 
county of Devon, and whether he has 
taken the necessiry mesures for 
spreading information amongst  agri- 
culturists and others to counteract the 
ravages of this disease. 


*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES : The 
prevalence of anthrax in the county 
of Devon has for some time past been 
receiving our special attention and we 


are in communication with the local 
authority with respect to it. A notice 
cilling attention to the dangerous 


character of the disease and to the 
risk attending the cutting up of the 
careases of affected animals was issued 
to every owner of stock in the county 
last autumn. In addition, a leaflet on 
the subject has been widely distributed 
throughout the county by the police, 
and our inspectors are instructed to 
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give the matter their special attention 
when making inquiries in connection 
with outbreaks of the disease. I shall 
be happy to supply copies of the notice 
and leaflet to the hon. Member for his 
information, 


Questions. — 


Pollution of the Thames Estuary. 
Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): On 
behalf of the senior Member for the City of 
London, I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he has 
yet received any replies from the local 


authorities of Faversham and Whitstable | 


in regard to the discharge from those 
places of crude sewage into the Thames 


Estuary ; and, if so, what is the nature | 
Edward IIT. obsolete ? 


of those replies. 


Tue PRESIDENT o- roe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 
BaLrour, Leeds, Central): [ have re- 
ceived replies from the local authorities 
referred to, who contend that in the 
circumstances of their districts they would 
not be justified in incurring the expendi- 
ture necessary for carrying out works for 
the treatment of the sewage. I shall 
be happy to forward copies of these 
communications to my right hon. friend 
if he desires to see them. 


Work for the Unemployed-—Obsolete Acts. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tvdvil) : 
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I beg to ask the President of the Local | 


Government Board whether, seeing that 
under the Act 42 Eliz., c. 2, and subse- 


quent Acts, boards of guardians may, | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


with the consent of the Local Government | 
istand that the borough couneil have 


Board, acquire fifty acres of land in each 
parish upon which to set the able-bodied 
poor to work, and to pay them reasonable 
wages for their work. he will call the 
attention of boards of guardians to these 
enactments. and suggest their application 
as a method of relieving the rates from 
the burden of maintaining able-bodied 
men and women in idleness. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
enactments referred to have for many 
years been considered as obsolete, and 
have not been acted upon by boards of 
guardians since the passing of the Poor 
Law Amendment Act, 1834. I could not 


undertake to comply with the suggestion 
of the hon. Member that the attention of 





| directed 
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boards of guardians should be called to 
them. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: The right hon. 
Gentleman says these enactments are 


| obsolete, but could not any local authority 


put them into operation if it chose ¢ 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There 
would be nothing illegal in so doing ; but 
if I were, as requested, to call attention 
to them it micht be thought I was advising 
that they be enforced. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.}: 
On what ground isan Act of Parliame:t 
considered obsolete? Is the Act 


oft 


[No Answer was returned. } 


The Holborn Borough Council 
Disclosures —Case of Mr. L. H. Isaacs. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to asi 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention has been 
to the proceedings of the 
Holborn Borough Council on the 
12th inst., when the council declined to 
carry into effect the recommendation of 
its Own special investigation committee 
that Mr. Lewis H. Isaacs be proceeded 
against under the provisions of the 
Statutory Declaration Act of 1835; and, 
if so, What steps the Local Government 
3oard intend to take in respect to this 
condonation of this official’s conduct. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 


recorded their strong condemnation of 
Mr. Isaaes’ conduct, but have not adopted 
the recommendation of the committee 
that proceedings should be taken against 
him. It was competent for the Council 
to determine whether they would take 
such proceedings or not, and the Local 
Government Board have no control over 
them in the matter. 


Mr. FLYNN: May I ask if this man, 
by making restitution of a sum of money 
and by submitting toa large reduction 
of pension did not admit the fraud, and 
have not the Local Government Board 
condoned that fraud by assenting to the 
action of the local council ? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It is a 


question for the local board and not 
for the Local Government Board, 


(Questions. 


Mer. FLYNN: Cannot action be taken 
hy the Public Prosecutor, as would have 
been done had it occurred in Ireland 2 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think it ought to be taken on this 
occasion. 


The Cornewall Statue. 

Sm ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead): 1 
beg to ask the hon. Member for Chorley, 
as representing the First Commissioner 
of Works, whether the drawings relating 
to the proposed removal of a national 
monument, erected by Parliament in 
Westminster Abbey to the memory of 
Captain Cornewall in 1744, which the 
First Commissioner suggested should be 
lnid before the other House of Parliament, 
may be laid before this House also. 


LOrD 3ALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The First Commissioner will 
be happy to ask the Dean of Westminster 
for another copy for the use of the 
House of Commons. 


Sir ELLIOTT LEES was understood 
to ask that the plans should show the 
available floor space ? 


Lord BALCARRES: I will convey 
that wish to che First Commissioner, 
It is an outlined drawing and not a 
shaded drawing, I think. 


Sir KLLIOTT LEES: And will the 
Wish be conveved to the Dean of West- 
minster ? 


Lorp BALCARRES assented. 


Prosecutions of Scottish Anti-Vaccina- 
tionists. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord-Advocate if he will 
state the number of prosecutions of 
vaccination defaulters in Scotland during 
the current year, and for each year dur- 
ing the last five years. 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scort 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The in- 
formation which would enable me_ to 
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answer the first part of the hon. Member’s 
Question is not yet procurable. The 
prosecutions for the five years ended 30th 
June, 1904, are :—For 1900, 59; for 1901, 
108; for 1902, 56; for 1903, 82; for 
1904, 73. 


Questions. 


Sneem Steamer Service. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Congested Districts Board has received 
a’ Memorial from the residents of Sneem 
district with reference to the with- 
drawal of the steamer service; and, if 
so, can he state what action the Board 
will take in the matter. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watver Lone, Bristol, S.): 
The memorial has been considered by the 
Board, who have decided that they can 
take no further steps in the matter. 


Netterville Estate, Galway. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
On behalf of the hon. Member for East 
Galway, I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the farm of Woodbrook, part of 
the Netterville Estate, in the county of 
Galway, has been putchased by the 
Congested Districts Board; and, if so, 
whether, in view of the number of un- 
economic holdings surrounding — this 
farm, it is the intention of the Board to 
convert them into economic ones by an 
increase of land from the Woodbrook ° 
Farm. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This farm has 
been purchased by the Board for the 
purpose of enlarging the small holdings 
cf their tenants on the adjacent Fallon 
Estate. The Board do not intend to 
dispose of the land to others than their 
own tenants, 


Mr. O Hara Trenche’s Estate, Galway. 

Mr. REDDY: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for East Galway, I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that upon last November the tenants 
on Mr. O’Hara Trenche’s property at 
New Inn, county Galway, entered into 
negotiations with the owner for the pur- 
chase of their holdings, together with 
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some untenanted land, that the price 
had been agreed to, and that in con- 
sequence of the tenants refusing to give 
up their game rights Mr. O’Hara Trenche 
sold portions of the estate, upon which 
seven tenants are living, to Lord Ash- 
town, and that Mr. Mahon, the agent, 
now threatens the remainder of the 
tenants that if they do not accept the 
landlord’s terms they shall also be sold 
over to Lord Ashtown; and, if so, will 
he say what steps he intends to take 
to prevent tenants from being subjected 
to such compulsion. 


) uestions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No proceedings 
for the sale of this estate have come 
before the Estates Commissioners, who 
have therefore no means of knowing 
whether the facts are as stated. 


Mr. REDDY: Will you prevent Lord 
Ashtown buying over the heads of these 
tenants ? 


Mr. WALTER 
power to do that. 


LONG: I have no 


Crime in County Cork. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the remarks of Mr. Justice 
Kenny, at the opening of the County 
Cork Assizes on the 14th instant, in 
which he said that the calendar for a 
large county like Cork could not be con- 
sidered heavy, but that other matters 
had been brought under his notice 
which showed that there had been acon- 
siderable increase in that kind of intimi- 
dation which takes the form of threaten- 
ing letters and notices; whether he can 
say if information of this character was 
furnished to the Judge by the con- 
stabulary authorities; and, if so, what 
steps are taken to test the genuineness 
of these alleged iitimidatory notices, 
and what opportunity can be afforded 
the House of testing the reliability of the 
figures furnished by the police. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir, I 
have seen a report in the Press, according 
to which the learned Judge made re- 
marks to the effect mentioned. The 
information upon which these remarks 
were based was, as is perfectly well 


{COMMONS} 


1184 


(Questions. 


understood, supplied by the police. As 
compared with the corresponding assize 
period of last year, the number of cases 
of intimidation by threatening letters or 


notices and otherwise had risen from 
seven to twenty. As I informed the 
hon. Member on May 29th,f every 


possible care is taken that none but 
genuine cases of intimidation are included 
in the returns. It is obvious that no 
opportunity of checking the figures can 
be afforded to the House. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. Geitle- 
main aware that there is a widespread 
belief in Ireland that these returns are 
manipulated officially ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am aware 
there are many beliefs prevalent in 
Ireland which have no foundation. 


Mr, JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.): 
Have these letters resulted in injury to 
either person or property ? 


Me. WALTER LONG: Obviously I 
cannot answer that without notice. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Has the 
intimidation arisen since the right hon. 


Gentleman became Chief Secretary / 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): If a police- 


man swears injury is malicious, and the 
County Court Judge holds it is not, 1s it 
returned as a malicious injury? Who is 
the judge? What is a malicious in- 
quiry. 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Irish National Education Commissioners 
eport. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, when presenting the 
Annual Report for 1994 of the Com- 
missioners of National Education, he 
will arrange to lay upon the Table of the 
House at the same time a copy of the 
statement or protest which records on 
behalf of six of the Commissioners present 
at the Board meeting of the 4th 
instant their total dissent from the 


t See (4) Debates, ex) vii., 86. 














es 
or 
m 
he 
Ty 
ut 
ad 


0 


le- 


ns 
to 


rs 
‘et 


he 














1185 Questions. 


portions of the draft Report for 1904 
which deals with Rule 127 (b) and with 
the amalgamation of schools, and will 
he at the same time state by whom this 
protest was signed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The reply to 
both Questions is in the affirmative. 


Mr. BOLAND: Will the 
the protest be laid separately ? 


Report and 


Mr. WALTER LONG: [I cannot say. 
Irish National Education Rules. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chiet Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
ot Ireland whether, in connection with 
the volume of rules of the National Board 
for 1905, which the Commissioners state 
was adopted at the Board meeting of 
December 20th, 1904, he will ascertain 
from the Commissioners 
new Rules 127 (b) and 186 were discussed 
in detail, or at all, at the said meeting 
of December 20th, 1904; and whether 
these rules as published were based on 
any Official returns, previously made out, 
showing how the interests of the teaching 
staffs would be aftected by the operation 
of these rules. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The rules 
mentioned were not discussed in detail at 
the meeting of December 20th, 1904, as 
they had already been discussed and 
adopted at the meeting of October 25th. 
The Commissioners do not consider it 
desirable to make public the returns or 
other documents considered by them 
when revising their rules. 


Mr. BOLAND: 
on Official returns ? 


Were the rules based 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot give 
an Answer to that without referring to 
the Commissioners, 


Irish Parliamentary Representation. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can state if any official 
records are available as to the views held 
in 1884 by the late Marquess of Salisbury 
and the late Sir Stafford Northcote on 
the subject of the reduction of the Irish 
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representation below the number fixed 
by the Act of Union. 


Tee PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I am not 
aware of any official record of this matter. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that in 1885, 
when it was proposed to reduce the Irish 
representation by ten, it was opposed by 
Sir Stafford Northcote and the Tory 
Party ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I co not see 
that that has anything to do with the 
Question on the Paper. 


Use of Submarines for War. 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): 1 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will communicate with 
foreign Governments with a view to 
abolish the use of submarine vessels for 
purposes of war. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Ido not think 
the suggestion of the hon. Gentleman, 
though made with, I am sure, the most 
humanitarian intentions, is really prae- 
ticable. 


Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN  (Kil- 
kenny): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in view of the 
majority by which the Town Tenants 
(Ireland) Bill passed its Second Reading, 
of the fact that Irish Members of all 
political Partigs voted for the Bill, and 
of the demand from Ireland that it 
should become law this session, he will 
provide time for passing the Bill through 
its remaining stages in this House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: ‘This is a 
private Bill, and the rule in regard to 
private Bills is that no special privileges 
can be granted towards the end of the 
session unless they are of an uncontentious 
character. [ have no ground for suppos- 
ing that that is true of the Bill in which 
the hon, Gentleman takes a_ special 
interest. 
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Lord Roberts and Army Bfficiency. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if Lord 
Roberts has informed the Defence Com- 
mittee that our armed forces as a body 
areas absolutely unfitted and unprepared 
for war as they were in 1899-1900; and 
what steps are being taken to remedy 
the defects indicated by that officer. 


(Questions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should, in no 
circumstances, state to the House what 
a particular member of the Defence 
Committee said on any particular 
occasion. Quite apart from that general 
principle I mav remind the hon. Gentle- 
man that it is not the business of the 
Defence Committee t> deal with Army 
reform, which is in the province of the 
Secretary of State for War. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Is it not the busi- | 


ness of the Government to see that our 
armed forces are in a state of efficiency 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is the 
business of the Government as a whole, 
no doubt. but of the Secretary of State 
for War and the Army Council in 
particular. 


The Discussion of Supply. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): 1 | 


beg to ask the Frst Lord of 
Treasury whether, having regard to the in- 
roads that have been made this session 
on the days allotted to Supply by means 
of contentious Private Business and 
Motions for Adjournment, he will consider 
the advisability of moving that the usual 
extra three days shall be devoted to 
Supply; and, if not, will he state the 
reasons that induce him to depart from 
precedent ™m this matter. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: The only inroad 
made on the time of the House by way of 
Motion for Adjournment proceeding from 
the Government side of the House was, I 
think, the one made in connection with 
West Ham. Supply has been taken on 
sixteen days and parts of days, in 
addition to the counting days; and, in 
my opinion, the general state of public 
business quite justifies, I will not say the 
resolution at which I have arrived, but 
the plan which seems to me most con- 
venient, that on this occasion the House 
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should forego the extra three days 
commonly voted to Supply. I do not 
think we have been peculiarly unfortunate 
—my general impression is that we have 
been rather fortunate—in the number of 
contentious private Bills this session. 


Mr. DALZIEL: More contentious Bills 
have, as a matter of fact, been put down 
this session than in almost any previous 
session. Ts it not the fact that the 
extra three days were to be given in re- 
spect of the state of Supply and not 
of the particular arrangement of public 
business ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: TI do not accept 
the proposition of the hon. Member 
| Still, I can inquire into the number of 
| Bills. Ido not think it was ever sugested 
| that the three extra days should be given 
quite irrespective of the general condition 
| of public business. 





| 

| Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
| Will the right hon. Gentleman make 
| arrangements to enable us, in addition to 
' the three counting davs for Irish Supply, 
'to have at any rate some discussion on 
| the Irish Development Grant Fund, the 
importance of discussing which | am sure 
| he will admit ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR reminded the hon. 
| Gentleman that they had had at least 
one important purely Irish discussion 
altogether outside the time devoted to 
| Irish Supply, as the hon. Gentleman 
| secured first place in the debate on the 
| Motion for moving the Speaker out of 
| the Chair on the Civil Service Estimates. 


| 


| 


| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Have we 
/not some special claim, seeing how we 
| assisted the right hon. Gentleman to save 
| several days debate on the Redistribution 
| Resolution ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I admit our 
debt of gratitude to the hon. Gentleman, 
but he must not be too exacting. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
asked whether it was not the fact that, 
under the Standing Order, any Member 
could put down a Motion for the extra 
three days, which must be divided upon 
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without Amendment or debate, and that | 
it was not restricted to a Minister. 


Questions. 


Mr. LOUGH asked whether the right 
hon. Gentleman would agree that this 
Was & question to be settled by the 
general opinion of the House rather 
than by himself absolutely. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR replied that he 
did not think so. No doubt the House 
would like t» have the three extra days, 
but he had to survey the general course of 
business, and in consequence of the 
survey he had made he had come to 
the conclusion he had already indicated. 
He thought it must be leit to the Leader 
of the House, and to him alone, to give 
an opinion on this point. He might be 
mistaken in the decision he had come to, 
but he was bound to look to the broader 
considerations. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I con- 
clude that, if a private Member puts 
down a Motion, the right hon. Gentleman 
would not give an opportunity for a vote 
upon it ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs) : We must assume from 
the reply of the right hon, Gentleman 
that there is such an intol-rable quantity 
of legislation that there is no room for 
the usual discussion of Supply, which is 
i & Worse position this vear than we 
have ever known it. Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say what this great mass of 
legislation is which is crushing Supply 
almost out of existence, because we are 
not able to discern it ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon, 
Gentleman, no doubt unintentionally, mis- 
interprets what Isaid, I presume that no 
One in the position of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite will deny that the 
general condition of public business, as 
Well as the state of Supply, must be con- 
sidered in determining this question. So 
lar as I know, Supply has absorbed a 
quite abnormal amount of time during 
the present session [Opposrrrion cries of 
“No” ], while the time available for the 
transaction of legislative business has 
been unusually small, 
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Str HENRY FOWLER: May I point 


out that of the eleven classes of Votes six 
or seven have never been discussed at all, 
I believe I am within the mark when I say 
that less time has been given to Supply 
this session than in any previous session 
during the Prime Minister’s tenure of 


office. 


Questions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
right hon. Gentleman has spoken some- 
what hastily, but it might be useful if he 
would put a Question on the Paper asking 
for the number of counting days, and 
the number of days or parts of days 
which are not counting days, which have 
been occupied in the discussion of Supply 
in the present session. 


Sin HENRY FOWLER: I will put a 


Question down. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
The non-counting days really apply to the 
Supply of last vear. 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: What I want 
to impress on the House is that it is 
impossible within the limits of time at 
the disposal of the House to give so much 
time to Supply when it is required for 
legislation. 


Mr. LLOYD -GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) asked whether the right hon. 
Gentleman, in reckoning the time given 
to Supply, was counting the days devotad 
to Supplementary Estimates. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly. 

Mr. LLOYD- GEORGE | said! the 
Supplementary Estim ites were really due 
to the defects of the Departments under 
the right hon, Gentleman’s charge. Had 
the right hon. Gentleman deliberately 
come to the conclusion that twenty days 
were sufficient for the discussion of 
Supply, or was he refusing the three 
extra days simply because of the special 
circumstances of this session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The time given 
to Supply outside the twenty days may, 
in the opinion of the hon. Gentleman, be 
due to the incompetence of the present 
Government, but it is not due to that in 


my opinion, and this question of dispute 
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between us is one which I am afraid can- | all the information desired will probably 
not be settled by any Return laid upon! be found in the Bill of last vear. My 
the Table of the House. The margin left | hon. friend the Civil Lord of the 
by the rule, the difference between twenty | Admiralty will make a statement as to 
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and twenty-three days, exists in order 


that the general condition of business | 


may be taken into account. 


The Vote of Censure. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
T wish to ask a point of business which is 
not perhaps unfamiliar to the Prime 
Minister, whether he will now, after the 
fortnight’s delay which was not un- 
reasonably claimed, name a day for the 
Motion standing in the name of my right 
hon. friend the Member for Berwick. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The delay has | 


been a good deal more than a fort- 


night—— 


Sir H, CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The right hon Gentleman said it could 
not be any day within the next fortnight, 


and that fortnight is drawing to its 
close. 
Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: That is the 


last instalment of delay. But without 
going into that, I shall be delighted to 
give the right hon. Gentleman the 
earliest opportunity at my disposal, and 
I propose, therefore, that the vote of 
censure shall be taken on Monday. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: What will be 


the business on Tuesday and Wednesday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Irish Supply will 
be taken on Tuesday, if that suits hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. As regards Wed- 
nesday, there have been negotiations 
with regard both to the Unemployed 
Bill and the Naval Works Bill. If the 
Second Reading of the Naval Works Bill 
is taken next Friday, I shall propose 
to take the Unemployed Bill on Wed- 
nesday. We have to get the Report of 
the Resolutions on the Naval Works Bill, 


and not till then can the Bill be printed, | 


so that it cannot be in the hards of 
hon. Members till Friday morning. 
the Bill deals with general principles, 
there is no new item in it,and I think 


But | 


the Bill in order to facilitate matters, 
and I hope that. notice having been 
given, there will be no objection to the 
Bill being taken on Friday on the ground 
that it has been so short a time in the 
| hands of Members. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 
jhon. Gentleman has proiiised me 
| Wednesday evening for the discussion on 
|the Report of the Public Accounts 
| Committee. 

| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, and as at 
present advised I propose to adhere to 
that arrangement. 


Mr. BROADHURST: Could we not 
get copies of the Naval Works Bill to- 
morrow night. 


Mr. A. J. No, that is 


impossible. 


BALFOUR: 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, §8.): If the 
Committee on the Scottish Churches Bill 
finishes to-night when will the next stage 
be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should like 
to take the Report stage of the Churches 
(Scotland) Bill soon, but I cannot 
promise a particular day at present. 





NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
Frederick William Chance, esquire. 
for the Borough of Carlisle. 


POLICE AND SANITARY COMMITTEE. 
Special Report brought up, and read; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 247.] 
Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 247.] 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) (No. 1) BILL [LORDS]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 


‘second time ‘To-morrow, and to be 


| printed. [Bill 279.] 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) (No. 2) BILL [LORDS]. 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time To-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 280.] 


NATIONAL MONUMENTS IN 
CHURCHES. 

Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) 
asked for leave to introduce, under the ten 
minutes rule, a “ Bill to prevent the re- 
moval without Parliamentary sanction of 
monuments which have been erected in 
cathedrals or churches out of public 
joneys in pursuance of a vote by Parlia- 
ment.” Hesaid the Bill provided that 
any such proposal should lie on the Table 
of the House for forty days in order to give 
the House an opportunity of expressing 
disapproval if it so desired, and his object 
in introducing the Bill at that moment 
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was to call the attention of the House | 


before it Was too late to a proposal of the 
Dean of Westminster, who had under 
his complete control the Abbey and al! 
it contained, subject only to the Crown, 
tv remove a monument erected by Parlia- 
ment out of public funds, in the middle 
of the 18th contury, to the memory of a 
gallant sailor, Captain Cornewall, who 
was killed at the battle of Toulon. Only 
some parts of the monument, the inserip- 


tion and the medallions, were to be pre- | 


served, and they were to be placed hich 
up in a very dark corner of the Abbey. 
In the place of the Cornewall monument 


; how 


a sereen was to be erected, and behind it | 


was to be placed a recumbent effigy of 


the late Lord Salisbury. A very delicate | 


question was raised by this proposal of 
the Dean of Westminster. 


He yielded to | 


no one in his veneration of the character | 


and career of the late Lord Salisbury. 
whom he regarded as the greatest English- 
man of his own time 
possible to honour the memory of 
great statesman without in any way 
slighting the memory of a bygone hero, 
and he thought the memory of a patriotic 
stutesman could be more fittingly per- 


He hoped it was | 
that | 


petuated than by the destruction of the | 
| question arises, where is room to be found 
| for the memorial which the House has 


monument to a patriotic sailor who died 
a splendid death for his country. He 
did not, however, desire to force upon 
the House the invidious task of voting 
for or against the proposal of the Dean 
ot Westminster. His object was to 


| ensure 
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in Churches. 


that monuments erected by 
Parliament to the memory of men who 
had deserved well of their country 
should not in future be removed; and 
therefore he would so frame his Bill that 
it should not come into operation unt'l 
January Ist, 1906. 


Motion made, and Question propose, 
“ That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to prevent the removal, without Parlia- 
mentary sanction, of Monuments which 
have been erected in Cathedrals or 
Churches out of Public Moneys in pursi- 
ance of a Vote by Patliament.’”—(Sir 


Elliott Lees.) 


Tart PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY, (Mr. A. J. 
BALFOUR, Manchester, .): [am sorry 
I did not know that my hon. friend was 
going to bring in this Bill, and I desire 
to say but a few words which oceur to 
me on the spur ofthe moment. I gather 
that the terms of the Bill are so framed 
that they do not touch the case which ha 
occupied the whole of my hon. friend’s 
speech—namely, the proposal of the 
Dean of Westminster with regard to the 
statue voted by the House to the late 
Lord Salisbury. The Dean of West- 
minster has come to the conclusion—a 
conclusion which I, at all events, share— 
that the north transept of the Abbey is 
so crowded, if not overcrowded, 
with the statues of eminent statesmen 
which have been voted by this House, 
that to add the proposed statue to the 
late Lord Salisbury tothe effigies alreadv 
assembled there, Gladstone, Disraeli, and 
Peel, is impossible from an architectural 
point of view. Indeed, such is the con- 
dition of things in the Abbey that a 
much more drastic Bill than the Bill of 
my hon. friend will have to be introduced 
—a Bill declaring that no money voted 
by the country shall go to the making of a 
full-sized statue of any statesman, soldier, 
or sailor, however distinguished his 
services or however great bis career. 


That being the state of things, the 


voted to Lord Salisbury. My hon. friend 


objects to the site which has been chosen 


for it by the Dean and Chapter. [ can 


only say, with regard to that, that I do 
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not think any one can deny that it would 
greatly conduce to the beauty of the 
Abbey were that site chosen for the 
memorial and the plans of the Dean with 
regard to. it carried into effect. The 


monument erected by Parliament to the | 


memory of Captain Cornewall has already 
been altered by Dean Stanley. Pains 
were therefore taken to find out the 
cpinions of the present rerepsentatives 
o: Captain Cornewall’s family, and of 
course there is no idea of excluding from 
the Abbey the monument to the memory 
of that gallant sailor. So far as J am 
able to offer an opinion on the subject, 
the suggestion of the Dean of West- 
minster appears to me to be a wise one 
in the interest of the architecture and 
beauty of the Abbey; but if it be 
objected to by public opinion, I venture 
to say, in the double capacity of Leader 
of the House and a near relative of the 
deceased statesman whom the House 
desires to honour, that, so far as the 
family at all events are concerned, there 
is no desire to see the statue to Lord 
Salisbury placed where the public do not 
desire to have it placed. But Iam con- 
fident that if anyone will examine the 
facts for himself he will come to the con- 
clusion that in this matter the Dean is 
right. The Bill of my hon. friend, 
lowever, does not apply to this particular 
case, and I therefore regret that he 
should have made his speech a hostile 
commentary and criticism upon the 
conduct of the Dean. 


Sir ELLIOTT LEES said that, as a 
matter of personal explanation, he desired 
to say that nothing could be further 
from his mind than to show discourtesy 
to his right hon. friend and leader. He 
liad asked the Speaker whether he could 
put a Question to the Prime Minister on 
the subject, and it was in consequence of 
the ruling of the Speaker that he was 
precluded from asking a Question, and 
at the Speaker's suggestion as to the 
procedure; of the House that he had 
raised the matter by means of bringing 
in a Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 1 think in this case 
I should exercise the discretion vested in 
me by Standing Order No. 11. The 
hon. Gentleman says he does not propose 
that the Bill should take effect until 


Mr, A. J. Balfour, 
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[Consolidated Fund]. 


January Ist, 1907. Therefore there is no 
pressing necessity for going on with it. 
I propose, therefore, to put the Question 
that the debate be now adjourned. 


Question, “That the debate be now 
adjourned,” put, and agreed to. 


NAVAL WORKS [CONSOLIDATED FUND]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R.. 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
That it is expedient to make further 
provision for the construction of works 
in the United Kingdom and_ elsewhere 
for the purposes of the Royal Navy, and 
to authorise the issue, out of the Con- 
solidated Fund, of such sums, not exceed- 
ing £5,835,000, as may be required for 
those purposes, and to make provision 
for raising in the manner provided hy 
Section 5 of The Naval Works Act, 1895, 
the sums so issued by Terminalble 
Annuities for a period not exceeding 
thirty years from the dates of the 
borrowing.”—(Mr. Arthur Lee.) 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said he proposed to address a 
number of Questions to the Civil Lord of 
the Admiralty with a view to securing 
information which would enable them the 
better to discuss this Bill on the Motion 
for its Second Reading. The measure 
had been brought in very late in the 
session, and he would once more like to 
impress on the Government the desir- 
ability of enabling the Navy Estimates 
to be debatea with a full knowledge ot 
the proposed naval expenditure for the 
year. He also thought that the Resolu- 
tion which was proposed on an occasion 
like this should be printed on the orders 
of the day. He trusted that this was to 

'te the last Naval Works Bill. He de- 
sired to know what was the amount 
| to be expended at Rosyth and on the 
Chatham Dockyard extension and also 
/how much was to be set apart for the 
coastguard stations. He wished also to 
| get at the entire committal of the country 
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under the Naval Works Loan Bill, and 
to be informed whether there had been or 
was to be any variation in the concluding 
estimates. He saw the Government were 
asking for £5,800,000 under this Bill, and 
he desired to know how that was to be 
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apporticned between the next two years. 
Finally, could the hon. Gentleman hold 
out any hope that this method of pro- | 
cedure by loan would be departed from | 
and items be transferred from the 
svliedule of this Bill to Vote 10 of the 
Navy Estimates ? 


*lHe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Arruur Lee, Hampshire, 
Fareham), said the list of items in the 
new Bill was closed, although it was not 
contended that there might not be small | 
variations in the total estimates as given | 
in the 1903 Bill. As to the Question 


' whether the system of token sums which 
/ apperred in the 1903 Bill would now be | 


} broucht to an end, the Answer was in the 


alirmative, ‘There were no token sums | 
in the Bill of this year, and the total esti- 
mates were given for the particular items 
which were shown ander token sums in | 
1903. No doubt there were objections 
ty the system of token sums; at the 
Same time it was inevitable in 1993, when | 
tie details of the large schemes which 
were in progress had not been thoroughly 
worked out. The definite items tuen | 
shown by token sums were Rosyth, the 
Chatham extension, and the coastguard 
stations. The total estimate for Rosyth, 
which Was not the total estimate for all 
time, but the estimate for the present 
scheme of the Board of Admiralty, was 
£2,500,000. ‘The whole of that amount | 
Was not inserted in the present Loan 
Bill, tor a reason which he would shortly | 
explain, but it was the total to which the | 
Admiralty wished to commit the House | 





oi Commons as regards Rosyth. That 
included £200,000 already voted for 
preliminary works. With regard to 
Chatham, the total estimate was £70,000, 
including preliminary works already 
kecomplished. There was a large question 
es to the relative advantages of Ciatham 
bud Rosyth which he should be glad to 
levelop in the debate on the Second 
Reading on Friday. As to the coastguard, 
ion. Members had been led to expect the | 
‘otal estimate would be over £500,000, | 
but the actual total estimate to which 





on the Bill of 1903. 


| but 
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the Board of Admiralty now wished to 
commit the House was only £200,000. 
There would necessarily be some varia- 
tion in the total estimates in respect of 
other items, because it was impossible 
to foresee two years beforehand exactly 
what expenditure would be incurred in 
the progress of the various works. 
There were a number of items in which 
the total estimates had been reduced, 


'and others in which they had been ex- 
ceeded. 


The hon. Member had asked what 
was the total expenditure to be asked 
for in the Bill in the current year. 


|The total expenditure was £52,206,000, 


and that was only an increase of £566,000 
The expenditure for 
the next two years, for the period of the 
1905 Bill, was estimated at £7,704,000, 
of that amount £1,869,000 was 
already in hand unexpended, so that 
£5,835,000 was the total asked for in the 
tesolution. He was asked how much 
of this total of £7,704,000 would be ex- 


/pended in each of the two succeeding 


years. He could not give the exact 
amounts, because it would obviously 
depend upon the progress of the works. 
Approximately it would be half in each 
vear. Lastly, the hon. Member appealed 
to the Government as to whether they 
would be willing to bring thesystemof Loan 
Bills to an end at the earliest opportunity. 
He could assure him and the Committee 
that it was the desire and intention of 
the Government to close up this system 
at the earliest opportunity, and to bring 
any additional expenditure which might 
be necessary either in connection with 
works mentioned in the Bill. or works 


'which might possibly be required in the 


future, as far as possible on the ordinary 

aval Vote, or, in other words, Vote 10. 
That policy would to a certain extent 
be followed with regard to certain items 
in the new Bill. Certain items, or the 
remaining portions of expenditure on 
certain items, would be transferred 
from loan to Votes, and in that way the 
policy so urgently desired by the hon. 
Gentleman and the Committee generally 
would be initiated. He thought he had 
now answered all the Questions. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said the right hon. Gentleman had 
indicated the nature of the Vote when he 
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told them that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment wished to commit the House. It 
was indeed a committal. If the House 
granted this, it would authorise the ex- 
penditure of £5,800,000, and would com- 
pletely part with all control over it. 


It was true the House would get 
accounts vear by vear, but it would 


not be able to prevent the expenditure 
of a single farthing of the money author- 
ised by the Naval Works Loan Bill. 
It was quite true that in order to get 
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in that position they had to pass the | 


Bill, but this was the Resolution on which 
the Bill must be founded. They were 
now discussing an entirely different thing 
to what they would discuss on the Bill. 
They were now discussing whether on 
the whole it was expedient to authorise 
the provision of this 
purposes named. 
tion was passed and the issue was 
authorised, then they came to the Bill 
which said what was to be done with it. 


He was dealing with the question as) 


it stood before them at present, 
whether it was expedient to authorise 
provision to the extent of £5,800,000 
by way of naval works loan in order 
to provide for naval works, and he would 
distinctly sav it was not expedient to 
make that provision. The country was 
already liable for works loans—naval, 
military, and civil—of no less than 
£41,664,000, and they were now to add 
£5,800,000, nearly £6,000,000. They 
must, in considering their present posi- 
tion with regard to naval and other 
loans, ask whether they were warranted 
in adding debt to debt. Their liability 
on March 3l1st. 1905. for naval works 
was £16,000,000 out of total liabilities 
of £41,000,000. That was an — 
of £5,000,000 over the preceding yea 
and they were now asked to add es 
£5,800,000, so that the total naval 
liabilitv would be at least £22,000,000. 
He could not help thinking whether the 
Committee ought to warrant that enor- 
mous increase of our national liability 
without considering what that national 
liability was. 


He would cite a few eloquent figures. 
The total funded debt, unfunded debt, 
terminable annuities, capital liabilities 
(of which this would be a 


teed loans, 


Mr, Gibson Bowles. 
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amounted altogether to £738,000,000 in 
1894, to £948,800,000 in 1904, and they 
now amounted to £973,000,000. Of 
course, he had not taken into account the 
liabilities of local authorities. Since 1894 
the national liabilities, which he admitted 
were not all of the same character, but 


all of which might some day come 
upon them, had been increased by 
nearly one third, and they were now 
asked to increase them further by 
‘something like £5,800,000. He very 
;much doubted, and always had 
‘doubted, the wisdom of this brick- 
|and-mortar policy on the part of 
the Admiralty. His opinion was that 
ithe Admiralty ought to restrict itself 


( | viding ships. 
£5,800,000 for the | 
When once the Resolu- | 


| policy, 
part), guaran- | 
and contingent liabilities | 


sphere. the sea, and pro- 
It seemed to him to have 
failed in its misguided brick-and-mortar 
ambitions. He had seen that dav a 
telegram in the paper which said that 
already Gibraltar had proved insuflicient 
for the repairs required of it. He did 
not wonder at it; he always said it 
would be insufficient. There was, how- 
ever, another point. If there had been 


to its proper 


a lesson which the present war had 
taught us, it was that it was not to 


arsenals ashore that we should look for 
repairs and the keeping up of our ships, 
but either to giving facilities of repairs 
to the ship herself in her own inside or 
by accompanying the Fleet with repair- 
ing vessels as the Japanese had done 
with such that for two 
their ships were kept going by their 
repairing ships and never had to go for 
repairs to an arsenal. although they had 
been fighting all the time. That was a 
very serious fact. It suggested the use- 
lessness in time of war of our. great 
arsenals and of the Admiralty’s brick- 
and-mortar arrangements, and that their 
efforts should have been in another 
direction, that of giving their ships the 


success Vears 


power of making castings and making 
repairs themselves to a large extent: 
or of accompanving the Fleet, as the 


Japanese had done, with repairing ships. 


Assuming, however, for the sake of 


/argument, that £5,800,000 was required 


the Admiralty’s brick-and-mortar 
this was not the form in which 
nor should 


tor 


it should come before them, 
it be suggested that they should raise it 
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by loan. It should appear in the Esti-| taken he would deem it his duty, in the 


mates. 
had made every effort to get items re- 
moved from the naval works loan into 


the Estimates, but the effort of the 
Admiralty was quite the contrary. Only 


recently it had turned out that they 
were constantly endeavouring to take 
items off the Estimates and put them 
en the loans account. If they wanted 
this £5,800,000, let them put it on the 
Estimates. Then the House would 
have control over the expenditure. 
Once let them authorise the sum and 
the Loans Bill which specified 
what was to be done with it, and 
the House had no control left over it 
whatever. That was the great vice of 
the naval works loan system. The 
right hon. Gentleman said they were 
Yes, but after they had 
been indulging in it for ten vears, and 
raising loans of £40,000,000, they 
going to stop it in order to prevent hon. 
Gentlemen opposite having that oppor- 
tunity of spending money of which the 
Government had so largely 
uvailed itself. He did not think that 
was fair. Ifthe policy were asound one. 
it was not now, on the death-bed of the 
frovernment, that they should give it up ; 
they should hand it over intact to their 
It was because they did not 
beliove in it that they were giving it 
up, and he did not believe in it. It was 
msound; it deprived the House ot 


pass 


going to stop it. 


were 


resent 


suceessors, 


financial control; and it led to ex- 
travagance and carelessness on the 
part of the Admiralty. It was alto- 


gether a bad policy. 


it on the Estimates—and he was con- 
vinced it was—now, and now alone, 


was the time to stop it: now was the | 


time to put the gag on their naval 
expenditure, on this Resolution 


not on the Bill. Was the Com- 


The Public Accounts Committee | 


But if it were a bad | 
policy to raise money for naval expen- | 
diture by way of loan instead of putting | 


and | 


mittee prepared to authorise an addition | 
of £5,800,000 to this bad, wicked, and | 


mischievous system of naval loans ? 
In other words, was the 
conscious of the great need for economy, 
and, above all, for the reduction of debt ¢ 
If it was, it would call a halt. For his 
own part he would do nothing towards 
taking the first step in adding £5,800,000 
to the Debt, and when the division was 


VOL. CXLIX. [Fourrn Series. | 


Committee | 


interests of economy, to vote against 
the proposal. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E ) 
thought it would be much better to have 
the discussion on the Second Reading of 
the Bill aiter the House had had an oppor- 
tunity of considering the items involved, 
Considerable alterations had been made 
irom the Bul of two years ago, and their 
effect could not be properly appreciated 
unless such an arrangement as he sug- 
gested were made. He doubted whether 
the Committee was aware of the great 
importance and the novel character 
oi the large items in the Bill. There 
were a considerable number of them, 
into which from year to year charges of 
some magnitude were put, and paid for 
out of loan money. That was an im- 
portant variation from previous Bills, 
and it was only by an inspection of the 
present measure that it could be seen 
whether a stop had been put to the 
practice. The Civil Lord had stated 
most frankly that the £2,500,000 put 
down for Rosyth did not represent the 
total estimated cost. 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE said the hon. 
Member had misunderstood him. The 
total estimated cost of the scheme for 
Rosyth was £2,500,000. What he said 
was that the present Government could 
not bind their successors, who might 
wish to spend more money; but so far 
as the present Board was concerned 
£2,500,000 was the total estimated cost. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, passing from 
Rosyth, said the statement of the hon. 
Gentleman with regard to the Chatham 
Dockyard extension meant the aban- 
donment of the work, which was the main 
feature of the 1903 Bill, and a most 
important factor in our naval works 


policy. There was another important 
point. The total cost came out at 
£32,206,000, which was an _ increase 


of a little over £500,000, Consequently, 
seeing there was an increase of £2,500,000 
on the one item of Rosyth, there must 
have been considerable reductions in 
other items. In view of these facts it 
was impossible to judge of the general 
principle underlying the policy em- 
bodied in the Bill, or adequately to 
2Y 
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criticise the particular items in the | 


schedule, until they had had an oppor- 
tunity of examining the Bill. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE (Glouces- 
tershire, Forest of Dean): said that 
on this occasion he proposed to support 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn. 
Upon some of the items of the Bill his 
views differed entirely from those of the 
hon. Member tor King’s Lynn, but the 
question raised by the hon. Member on 
this occasion was not the particular items 
in the Bill, but whether the time had 
nut come when this svstem of loans 
should be abandoned in favour of bearing 
these charges on the Votes. ‘Two facts 
most material to that had con- 
siderably chauged his opinion, as they 
had the opinion of many others within 
the last few years on this subject. One 
was that the Government of India, after 
the fullest consideration, had come to the 
conclusion that the system could not be 
justified in the case of India, where loans 
had been more resorted to than in this 
country, and they had placed on the 
Estimates the whole of the expenditure 
r quired by the Kitchener redistribution 
scheme. The other fact, pointing in 
the same direction, was that within the 
last year we had had a revelation of the 
extraordinary extent to which, by a loan 
system, the country might be committed 
to expenditure which, in a few years, 
by a reversal of policy, might be shown 
to be not only unnecessary but actually 
wasteful. InSt. Lucia, Jamaica, Halitax, 
and a number of other places, money had 
been spent under Naval and Military 
Works Acts which were still running, 
and under which instalments of capital 
and interest were still being paid, and, 
owing to a change of policy, the country 
had been saddled with large expenditure 
which ought never to have been incurred 
at all. In view of these facts the case 
against the loan policy had been im- 
mensely strengthened, and as that was 
the question raised by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn he should support him 
in the division. 


issue 


Tue PRIME MINISTER axp FIRST 
LORD or rue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) said he would 
not deal with the genera! question, 
though he might say that it was a little 


Mr. Buchanan. 
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ungrateful to oppose the Resolution con- 
sidering that his hon. iriend had an- 
nounced on the part of the Government 
the intention to abandon the loan system 
for the normal method of placing sums 
on the Votes. The situation which had 
justified the loan system had come to an 
end, and, therefore, the Government pro- 
pose to revert to the system of dealing 
with the annual needs of the Navy on 
the annual Estimates. But he would 
not enter upon the question of policy; 
he rose to reply to the Question of the 
hon. Member tor Perthshire, who had 
asked him to reverse an arrangement 
arrived at earlier as to the course of 
business. It would be very inconvenient 
to make that alteration after he had done 
his best to meet the wishes of Members 
interested in the Unemployed Bill, and 
who had gone away justified in the belief 
that that Bill would not be taken on 
Friday, and that the Naval Works Bill 
would be taken on that day. Noth ng 
that had since passed appeared to justily 
the change, and the Naval Works Bill 
Ought to meet the wishes of the critics 
ef the system. ‘There were one or two 
questions of interest to be discussed, but 
they would not require any lengthened 
study of the Bill, and he hoped the ar- 
rangement for Friday, arrived at by 
common consent, would not be interfered 
with. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
whether the schedule could be circulated 
apart from the Bill itself. 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR said that if % 
were in accordance with precedent he 
would be giad to see if that could be 
done. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : It 
need not be called the schedule of the 
Bill, * 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
be very glad to meet the views of the 
hon. Gentleman on that point. He 
understood that it would go to the 
printers thit afternoon, and no exertions 
would be wanting on the part of the 
Admiralty to ensure its being in the 
hands of Members at the earliest oppor- 
tunity. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he should vote 
with the hon. Member for King’s Lynn on 
the ground that it had been made abun- 
dantly clear that these works loans 
had led to a large amount of expendi- 
ture which in a short time was shown 
to have been not only unnecessary 
but positively wasteful. There was also 
another ground on which he should vote 
against the present proposal. The Prime 
Minister had stated that it was not the 
intention of the Government to include 
anv:more of these loans in Works Bills, 
but {that the burden would be placed 
on the ordinary Navy Estimates. That 
was a policy which he and many others 
on that side of the House had advocated 
for many vears, and it was hardly satis- 
factory that the right hon. Gentleman 
and his colleagues should at the eleventh 
hour make such a distinct change of 
policy and claim eredit tor having done it. 
He thought it was a wrong policy to 
continue these loan works which the 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty admitted 
were not going to be continued in the 
future. He had stated that next vear 
they were going to transfer some of the 
smaller items such as the amounts for 
Rosvth and other places to the Estimate. 
If that was a right policy for the future 
it was right this vear, and instead of 
asking for £6,000,000 in this way, 
some of the items ought to have been 
included in the Navy Estimates this 
vear. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) regretted that the 
policy in regard to loans was not going to 
be reversed /n toto. They were grateful 
for the statement which had been made 
upon this point by the Prime Minister, 
but he would remind the House that a 
similar statement was made in 1903 
to the effect that this policy of loans 
would be abandoned, and that it was only 
adopted temporarily. 
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Tue SECRETARY vo tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. PreryMman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): I promised not to take any new 
item. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
the promise they had got now was the 
same as they got in 1903. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
that strong objections were held against 
this loan policy, and he should vote for 
the proposal made by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR appealed to hon. 
Members to allow the division to be 
taken, because there would be a full 
opportunity of discussing this Bill at a 
later Stage. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington. W.) said the 
situation was worse than he expected, 
and he always took a gloomy view 
of Loan Bills. They had been led to 
expect some improvement and had been 
told that the way would be opened 
up for the House to escape from the 
situation they had got into. He was 
very glad that a distinct protest had 
been made by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn. There was no necessity, 
in his opinion, for this Bill at all, because 
the Government admitted that they had 
nearly £2,000,000 in hand and that ought 
to be quite enough for the requirements 
of the year. He was glad that a division 
was to be taken and he should vote 
against the Resolution. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 219 ; 
Noes, 168. (Division List No. 297.) 


AYES. 


Aynew, Sir Andrew Noel | er, 
Anson, Sir William Reynell | Arrol, Sir William 
Arkwright, John Stanhope — | 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


| Arnold-Forster, RtHn. Hugh 0. | Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH 


| Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Baird, John George Alexander 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
2utherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samue! Alexander 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, SirH. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, RtHnJ Parker( Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt.Hon.Lord (Lancs 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’'dUniy 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick (Bristol, . 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R ) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Tayler, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 
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Abraham, William, (Cork,N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

3arlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John ‘Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Juchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland. 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, NE( York, NR, Whitby 
Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crombie, John William | 
‘ullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M.Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. €. 








Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir Witliam 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC(S. Anarews Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick. Charles 

Fersuson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Field, William 

Finolay Alexander( Lanark, N.E 





FitzMaurice. Lord Edmond 


Resolution to be reported 


CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
|Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 


Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


Clause 5 :— 


{19 Juty 1905} 
NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller. J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Aithw D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill. Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham. John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur (. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Moriey) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon VW. 

Lyell. Charles Henry 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M*Fadden, Edward 
M:Kenna, Reginald 
M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Moor ey. John J. 

Morley. Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col.JobnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nussey, Thomas Villans 

O Brien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


To-morrow. 
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O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries. 
Richards, Thomas 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 

20e, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland ) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. Jchn G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Artbur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Mertbyr 
Toulmin, George 

Ure. Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Valton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Vilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirdT.( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. 
Gibson Bowles. 


) moved an 


Amendment to omit words requiring 


that the subscriptions to the Confession 


of Faith by persons appointed to chairs 


of theology in the Scottish Universities, 

, . . N + ? 
and by the Principal of St. Mary's 
College, St. Andrews, shall be such as may 


be prescribed by Act of the General 


Assembly. 


Although Clause 5 was one 
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of the most controversial character, 
he thought from the rapidity with which 
the Bill was dealt with yesterday that 
the particular Amendment which he now 
moved was not one which raised any 
Party issue, and it was one which he 
hoped might be discussed with perfect 
calmness and coolness. Indeed, he did 
not see why the Government should not 
accept the Amendment, and he ventured 
at least to hope that, even if they did not 
accept it, they would feel that it was a 
matter to be left to the judgment of the 
House, and not one which they should 
regard as a Party issue or in which they 
should endeavour to secure a particular 
determination of the House by employing 
the ordinary Party methods. Let him 
observe further that he had not gone out 
of his wav to raise the question. It wasa 
question which the Government had them- 
selves raised by the provision in Clause 5 
relating to the theological chairs in the 
Scottish Universities, That was a matter 
outside the general scope of the Bill, but 
it was impossible for them to ignore it, 
and he was obliged to move the Amend- 
ment because he hoped to show the 
Committee that if he did not do so they 
would allow a novel, and in some respects 
a revolutionary, change to be effected in 
the position of the Scottish Universities. 


The history of the Scottish University 
tests was a very long history. When 
the Universities of Scotland were dealt 
with at the Revolution Settlement they 
were not dealt with along with the ques- 
tion of the subscription to be made by 
ministers of the Church. The Universities 
were separately dealt with in 1690 by a 
separate statute. They were not included 
in the Act of 1690, nor in the Act of 
1693, to which the Lord-Advocate had 
so often referred. They were again 
dealt with separately in 1707, and he 
wished to call the particular attention 
of the Committee to this fact, that 
whereas the Act of 1693 placed the en- 
forcement of the test in regard to min- 
isters in the hands of the General As- 
sembly, the Act of 1690 did not bring 
in the General Assembly, but created 
a special Commission consisting of min- 
isters, barons, Judges, and other persons, 
mainly laymen. The whole matter came 
up in the vear 1889 when a Bill dealing 
with the Scottish Universities was passed. | 

Mr, Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 


‘That Bill was introduced by the Con- 
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servative Government, and on that 
occasion he moved an Amendment direct- 
ing the Commission, which was to be 
appointed under the Bill, to abolish 
tests and to open all the theological 
chairs to all comers. They were then 
the only chairs which remained subject 
to tests. The Conservative Government 
of the day met the proposal, not by 
denying the expediency of opening the 
chairs—they did not resist the proposal 
on its merits—but they proposed that 
it should be referred to the Parliamen- 
tary Commission which was appointed 
by the Bill to take evidence and to report 
on the question of what should be done 
in the case of the theological faculties, 
They had a long debate in which the 
present First Lord of the Treasury and 
the late Mr. Gladstone took part, and 
the result of that discussion was that 
the Amendment was rejected and it was 
referred to a Parliamentary Commission 
to investigate the matter and to report 
what should be done in regard to these 
chairs, 


The Commission took very — full 
and important evidence and issued a 
very elaborate Report in the year 1892. 
If hon. Members referred to that Report 
they would find that few Reports dealt 
in a more fair manner with the relations 
which ought to subsist between the 
Universities and the national life and 
education of any country. In particular 
he would refer to the evidence of Prin- 
cipal Caird, who, as everybody knew. 
was one of the brightest ornaments of 
the Church to which he belonged and 
ot Scottish theology. Principal Caird 
was in favour of the abolition of these 
tests so as to throw open those chairs 
to all Scottish Presbyterians. Professor 
Story, now Principal Story of Glasgow 
University, approved of the abolition 
of the tests ; and Principal Cunninghame, 
of St. Andrews, also approved of the 
abolition of the tests. He did not think 
that they could have three names be- 
longing to the Established Church more 
representative or more entitled to weight 
in this House than these distinguished 
gentlemen. The Commission itself, by a 
majority, reported in favour of the 
abolition of the tests. The Commission 
consisted of a number of eminent 
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and distinguished men—Lord Kinnear, 
Chairman of the Commission, Lord Elgin, 
Mr. Macintosh, now Lord Kyllachry, 
the hon. Baronet the Member for Ipswich, 
Sir Arthur Mitchell, Mr. Crawford, Dr. 
Blackie, and Mr. Butcher, who was then 
professor of Greek in the University of 
Edinburgh. The Committee would be 
good enough to observe that five of 
these gentlemen—he was not sure if it was 
not even more than five—were members of 
the Conservative Party. and therefore the 
Commission had not a political character. 
These five gentlemen held Conservative 
principles, and they did not think that 
there was anything in these principles 
against the Report which they made. 


The Commission made use of the argu- 
ment with which they were all familiar 
which showed that these tests were un- 
fortunate. Thev pointed out that the 
tests created the impression that a 
theological professor could not be in a 
position of an independent inquirer ; 
that tests pressed most severely and 
harshly on men of tender consciences, 
while they were no obstacle to those whose 
consciences were hard. They said that 
tests were of no value to the community ; 
that they never ensured orthodoxy ; 
and they added the material considera- 
tion that if they were to prevent students 
in the Universities from hearing opinions 
which might affect their theological views, 
they must not confine themselves to 
theological tests. They must impose 
tests on the occupants of such chairs as 
moral philosophy and natural science 
whieh existed at one time. Such tests 
had been abandoned in these latter 
faculties, and they were now perfectly 
free. How absurd it was to say that 
a man might be safely entrusted to hear 
teaching on ethics which might be op- 
posed to the views of current theology, 
and that he was not to hear the views 
of theological professors, especially con- 
sidering that all student. preparing for 
the Scotch ministry must attend the 
arts course before approaching — their 
theological study. The Commission 
added also that the tests excluded a 
large number of distinguished men, 
whom tests ought not to exclude. men 
belonging to the other Presbyterian 
bodies who would be eminently fitted to 
adorn the chairs of theology 


{19 Jury 1905} 


in the, 
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Scottish Universities. He would refer 
to two sentences in the Report which he 
thought of great importance. In one 
place the Commission said— 

‘* We agree with the opinion that the prover 
test for a professor is to be found in the 
functions to which the professor is called ; 
his acknow!edged fitness for the place, and 
that the character and conscience of the man 
afford the only proof and security for the 
faithful performance of his duty.” 

The Commission also said that— 

“We are of opinion that theological pro- 
fessors, like the professors in other faculties, 
ought to he relieved from the obligation to 
suscribe to any religious or ecclesiastical 
formula.” 

The tribunal which the Government 
had invoked at that time had given its 
opinion, and it was fairly reasonable that 
the opinion so delivered should have the 
respect and confidence of this Hous». 
Surely the experience they had had of 
theological tests in many Universities, 
and under many conditions, established 
the doctrine that it was only freedom 
that was of any use for those who 
were set to teach. How could they 
say to a man—*‘ Investigate the truth, 
study the Scriptures; study Ecclesiasti- 


eal history, examine Biblical — criti- 
cism, go to every source from which 


you can get light on ecclesiastical history 
and theological truth, but, whatever 
your investigation may be, remember 
you must come to only one conclusion.’” 
How could they say that to an investi- 
gator, or expect that the teaching the 
professor gave could have the confidence 
of the students and produce the im- 
pression that it ought to have on them, 
when he was bound, beforehand, to 
arrive at only one conclusion? That 
argument applied to any test whatever, 
but it would apply especially to any new 
test. 


He dared say that if the power was 
given to impose a new test, it would 
be somewhat less stringent in its terms 
than the present test ; but it would have 
to go very far indeed if it was to meet 
all the sentiment and conscience of our 
times. Many large questions had been 
raised which were not so frequently raised 
in earlier times, and he thought it would 
be hard to apply any test now-a-days 
which would not exclude men of tender 
conscience who wouldtbe'pertectly willing 
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because they had not come to any ad- 
verse conclusion to give consideration 
on lines which were in general conformity 
with orthodoxy, but who would hesitate 
to subscribe to the propositions contained 
in the test itself. Those who had 
watched the current of theological thought 
knew that many new questions of this 
kind had arisen. And it must be remem- 
bered thata new test would be, of neces- 
sity, construed more strictly than an old 
test, with a more careful regard to every 
word and without any of that easy-going 
spirit in which old tests were regarded. 
He remembered that the late Mr. Jowett 
s.id that “Old fetters gall less than new 
ones.” Of course that was true. A 


new test would be more severe than a | 
test that had been worn down by the | 


attrition of centuries. He knew that 
there was every reason to suppose that. 
if a new test were imposed, that new 
test would probably be much more lax 
than the old one. There was, however, 
no security for that. If they were to 
follow the current that now ran they 
might expect the test to be easier than 
the subscription to the Confession of 
Faith was at this moment; but in 
ecclesiastical and religious matters there 
were times when the current ran to- 
wards stringency, as well as tides which 
ran towards laxity. They had seen 
revivals of that kind in cther countries, 
and it could not be said that it was not 
possible that thirty, forty, or fifty vears 


hence—he did not say through the whole | 


Christian world—but that in particular 
Churches the current might run in a 
different direction, and that there might 
be a disposition on the part of the 
dominant party to impose a_ severer 
test than existed at the present time. 
They were asked to impose a legislative 
test, not for the present time, but for 
all future time. Therefore, they must 
cerry their minds beyond the conditions 
of the moment in estimating the results 
oi their present action. 


There was another objection. The | 
decision of 1889, by the _ test 
then imposed, had the effect of 
sectarianising what ought to be a 


national institution. Their Universities 
were the pride of the whole people of 
Scotland, and the effect of that test 
was to narrow them. Now it was pro- 


Mr. Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 
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posed by this Bill to take the test and 
formula of the subscription out of the 
hands of the State and away from the 
Legislature and to give it to the 
General Assembly of the Church cf 
Scotland. Surely that was giving it 
over to one particular denomination, 
whereas it was now in the hands of the 
nation. He could not conceive any- 
thing which was more calculated to de- 
nationalise the Universities of Scotland 
than to remove them from the position 
which they now held under the contri | 
of Parliament alone. In 1690 this power 
was not given over to the General As- 
sembly, but given to a special com- 
mission consisting largely of laymen, 
and he would cell attention to the fact 
that under the present law it was not the 
'General Assemby that had the power 
to impose a test. Jt was the University 
in Court. subject to appeal to His Majesty 
}in Council. It was not necessary that the 
| holders of theological chairs should be 
| bound beforehand to certain theological 
| views. It had not been found necessary in 
other countries, The proper security was to 
|leave the selection of professors to the 
| electors, which was all the difference in the 
world from imposing a test and excluding 
everyone who did not belong to that 
particular body. There were other coun- 
tries in which it was left to the electors. 
In the Universities of Germany and 
Holland there were no theological tests. 
Hon. Members would say that the 
Universities of Germany and Holland 
did not conform to the same standard 
of orthodoxy which was observed and 
desired by some people in this country : 
but he was told that a very large propor- 
tion of the students in the Presbyterian 
‘Churches of Scotland went to them. 
And it was not confined to Germany and 
Holland ; it was the case in the United 
States also. He could give some in- 
stances. One was a very remarkable 
case, because the theological tests which 
existed were abolished two months ago 
by the governing body of the college in 
‘New York. All these things were con- 
| sidered by the Commissioners, and they 
| came to the conclusion that it was quite 
| sufficient for the purpose of keeping the 
| 
| 





Universities in harmony with the religious 
thought in Scotland to trust to the 
| appointing authorities, those authorities 
‘being in some cases the Crown and in 








cee 
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others the Courts. The upshot of the 
view of the Commissioners was summed 
up by the late Principal Caird, a man 
most generally respected for his abilities 
and character, when he said he was 
willing to leave the matter to the 
power of Christian truth and to the 
discretion of Christian men. 


Another objection that might be taken 
was that the Churches themselves would 
object. He believed that was not true. 
There might be some ministers and some 
of the laity of the Established Church who 
would object, but he was perfectly sure 
that the great majority desired it. There 
were many who desired a change in 1902, 
and he was sure great progress had been 
made since then. “If he were asked 
whether the change would injure the 
iistablished Church,Scotland, or theology, 
he would unhesitatingly answer “ No.” 
He believed it would benefit them all, 
for it would immensely increase the 
area of choice. There was an eminent 
professor who died a few years ago, 
the late Dr. A. B. Davidson, and he did 
not suppose there was anybody who did 
so much for theological learning as he 
did ; but he was a professor of the Free 
Church, and could not be a_ professor 
of the University, although, he believed, 
even in the Established Church there 
would have been a unanimous wish that 
he should have been, because it was 
felt that he was at the head of theological 
learning in Scotland. He believed there 
would be a further great benefit in the 
change proposed in the fact that it 
would bring together the students of 
the different Churches during their years 
of study. It would accustom them 
to know one another, and it would 
tend to diminish and reduce what- 
ever little jealousy there might be. 
English Members, he was sure, realised 
how entirely at one was the theology of 
Scotland. Neither in doctrine, discipline, 
orritual were there any differences which 
separated the Churches of Scotland. It 
was desirable, therefore, that the 
students of these various Churches should 
associate together in their student years. 
They were in the habit of forming aspira- 
tions for union of the Churches. No one 
expressed them more sincerely than the 
First Lord of the Treasury. Here they 
had an opportunity of taking a tangible 
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step towards the union of the Pres- 
byterian Churches of Scotland—a step 
which he believed was generally approved, 
and if they were sincere in those aspira- 
tions for the unity of the Presbyterian 
Churches, let them take the step when 
the opportunity offered. 


(Scotland) Bill. 


Amendme it proposed— 

“In page 4, line 20, to leave out from the 
word ‘established,’ to the word ‘ shall,’ in line 
22. "—( Mr. Bryce.) 


Ques‘ion proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (M-s A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): There are 
many observations scattered through the 
interesting speech to which we have just 
listened with which I am in hearty agree- 
ment, but there are one or two matters 
which the right hon. Gentleman hes 
brought before us and one or two argu- 
ments and one or two genera! views from 
which I very profoundly dissent. Nor 
do T think that he has made it quite 
clear, even to himself, exactly what it is 
he wants. The last part of his speech 
was aimed at a policy which should 
make the theological chairs of the 
Scottish Universities equaliy available to 
all Presbyterian Churches. 


Me. BRYCE: No. _ I desire to abolish 
all tests. I desire what was recom- 
mended by the Royal Commissiou—the 
abolition of all tests. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The last 
observation of the rght ho». Gentleman 
was that the incidental result of his pro- 
posal—I put it in that way—was that 
the theological chairs of Scotland would 
be equally available and equally usefal 
to all the Presbyterian Churches. I 
desire, I should desire, that the theologi- 
cal chairs in the Scottish Universities 
should be equally useful to all the Pres- 
byterian Churches, but I do not think it 
would be obtained by the path which the 
right hon. Gentleman desires us to pur- 
sue. I think the result of carrying ont 
his policy would be to prevent the 
theological chairs from being useful to 
the E tablished Church of Scotland, but 
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not to make them useful to the other 
Presbyterian Churches of Scotland. And 
why does the right hon. Gentleman take 
the opposite view? He takes it partly 
upon general grounds, to which I shall 
advert presently, but partly on what he 
describes as the authority of the Com- 
mission appointed in 1889. Now I am 
bound to tell the Committee that, in my 
judgment, the right hon. Gentleman has 
totally misapprehended the purport of 
that document, and when he described, 
as he has described over and over again, 
the opinion of the majority of the Com- 


Churches 


mission as recommending the _ total 
abolition of tests, and nothing more, 


he, unwittingly no doubt, but most 
completely, misrepresented the view of 
the body whose opinion he quoted. 
What he quoted was accurately quoted, 
but he forgot to mention to the Com- 
mittee that the Report, not once, nor 
twice, but many times in its course, 
clearly laid down that if you are going to 
abolish tests, you would have to set up 
a body for appointing these professors, 
which would be the equivalent of a test, 
and which, in other words, would only 
appoint persons who held the theological 
opinions that, in its judgment, would 


make them useful teachers of those who 
were preparing for the work of the 


ministry in the Presbyterian Church. 


Mr. BRYCE said he could assure the 
right hon, Gentleman that he did not 
think he had taken an incorrect view of 
the Report. The Commission suggested 
that, if necessary, other representatives 
might be added to the appointment 
board, but they recommended the aboli- 
tion of tests in an unqualified way, and 
he did not think that the part to which 
the right hon. Gentleman referred was an 
essential portion of their proposal. For 
his part. he had intimated himself that if 
it was desired to add to the appointment 
authority there was no objecticn to that. 
Therefore he believed he was in accord 
with the recommendation of the Com- 
mission. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am quite 
certain that the right hon. Gentleman is 
not in accord. If he will look at page 
28 of the Report and th: last paragraph 
but one, it runs as follows— 


“That the evidence appears to us to estab- 
ish that the Churehes are not likely to 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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give their confidence to an untested theological 
faculty unless they have themselves a voice 
in the selection of the professors, and we are, 
therefore, of opinion that in any abolition of 
tests provision should at the same time be 
made for the constitution of boards of 
curators, on which the Churches may be 
represented.” 


Me. BRYCE: There is no objection to 
that. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: All the Churches 
are Presbvterian Churches, Does the 
right hon, Gentleman deny that’ One 
other extract. The Commissioners then 
discuss the kind of board it ought to be. 
It is to consist of four members. What 
are the four members to be? The Com- 
mission propose that the appointment 
body should consist of four members, to 
be appointed by the University Court. 
One of these four members is to be a 
member of the Faculty of Divinity; the 
other three are to be representatives o? 
the Presbyterian Churches, one to be 
appointed by each. A little lower down 
is the sentence— 

‘* What we think essential for the purposes 
we have explained is that a special board 
shal] be constituted, including the representatis 
of the University Court and of the Presbyterian 
Churches and of such of these Churches as 
may desire to have a voice in the appoint- 
ment of the professors.” 

I could multiply the quotations, but the 
policy of the Commissioners is perfectly 
obvious from the quotations I have made 
They did desire to abolish tests, but they 
desired to substitute for formal subscrip- 
tion to any creed or formula a careful 
selection by persons belonging to the 
Presbyterian Churches in order that the 
confidence of those Churches might be 
secured in the persons of those who were 
to teach the future ministers of the 
Church. Ido not believe that that can be 
attained unle-s you retain tests in som» 
form, and, I hope, a modified form, as 
the Bill proposes, or unless you have such 
a body as that which I have spoken of. 


Mr. BRYCE: I would ask the Com- 
mittee to bear in mind that they must 
read the whole of this Report if they are 
tu arrive at a just estimate of what the 
Commission mean, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right bon. 
Gentleman’s interruptions are so mucl: 
longer than my speech that Ido not know 
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that I shall easily get to the end of it, 
though I listened with great silence and 


1221 


{19 Jury 1905} 


| 


respect to the right hon. Gentleman. He | 


now says that nobody can understand 
this Report unless he reads the whole of 
it. but he did not read the whole of it. 
He read misleading extracts from it, and 
it isto correct the extraordinarily mislead- 
ing effect he produced that I am obliged 
to read others. The other sentence 
which he has quoted against me 
really confirms what I have said. It 
js exactly on all fours with the quotations 
which I fave read, which indicate that 
the policy of this Commission was that 
tests should be reimoved, and that, in 
place of tests, we should take care that 
the views of the Presbyterian Churches, 
not Christians at large, still le-s religious 
persons at large, should be secured, for 
the very obvious reason that it was to 
the prolessors so selected that the educa- 


tion of the ministers was to be granted, 


Ithink that is undeniable, I do not deny 
that I have great sympathy with that 
part of the right hon. Gentleman’s speech 
in which he pleaded for an absolutely un- 
fettered school of theology. He quoted 
an American precedent, 1n which he said 
there was a school of theology absolutely 
unfettered, and in a moment of careless- 
ness he Said that all that was required of 
a professor there was that he was to bea 
Christian, though he corrected that im 
mediately afterwards, and told us what 
was undoubtedly the fact—trhat there is 
no limitation in the particular educational 
institution to which he referred on the 
reigious belief of the professors. I, for 
my pitt, think that such an absolutely 


unlimited school of theology might be 


extremely useful. I do not deny that. 


But then, probably, they would not be 





very desirable schools from the point of 
view of teaching young ministers for a 
particular Church. 


Ay HON. MEMBER: Why ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Bec use I can 
quite imagine cases—and_ it would not be 
difficult to quote names—in which those 
who had contributed very largely both to 
th» comparative history of all religions 
and to the actual discipline and 
development of the Christian religion, 
themselves believed in no relivion at all. 
Tuat absolutely unlimited and dis- 


(Scotland) Bill. 1222 


passionate consideration of rel‘gion is 
a mere phenomenon among other 
phenomena to be looked at from the 
outside, and to be regarded as one of the 
products of civilised humanity. I do 
not deny that that may be a very 
instructive subject of scientific investiga- 
tion, but I do say that when your object 
is to educate those who desire to work in 
the ministry of a particular Church, you 
might have very curious results if tha> 
was one of the stages of education 
through which it was necessary for them 
to go. Whether it be a right or a wrong 
view, is it not the view of every Chureh / 
That is the point. It is not necessary 
for us to determine here whether this 
purely dispassionate, external, and 
scientific view of religion is the one on 
which a University chair may best be 
occupied or not. We need not determine 
that question, What we have to 
determine is whether, when the Church 
desires that there should be a school in 
which its ministry may be educated, it 
should not be allowed to make suc! 
arrangements as should give it confidence 
that the religion taught should be such 
as they desire. Of course, every Presby- 
terian Church in Scotland, when it comes 
to a practical issue, would agree with 
what I am saying. Have other chairs, 
if you like, to deal with the comparative 
history of all religions, or any other 
subject absolutely unconnected with 
Christianity, with one Christian Church 
rather than another, or with Christianity 
rather than Buddhism or Moham- 
medanism, or any other of the great 
religions which have influenced mankind, 
but do not mix that up with the other 
problem, which is that of providing 
education for a large body of the best of 
our young countrymen who desire to 
serve one or other of the great religious 
interests in one or other of the Presbyterian 
Churches of Scotland. 


I hope. in the first place, we shall not 
by any Amendment to this Bill drag 
in this question of the reorganisation 
of the Universities, and I hope, in 
the s:cond place, that we shall not 
prevent the relaxation of the test which 
the clause allows for professors. We 
are all agreed, I think, about the 
second proposition. It may not go_far 


/ enough, but in the direction it goes every 
| 4 ’ Db . 
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one is agreed. As regards the first, 
personally I think that this is not a 
very convenient time to deal with the re- 
organisation of University education. 
May I remind the right hon. Gentleman 
that I and my friends have been attacked 
for introducing Clause 5 at all, but to 
extend that clause from its present 
comparatively modest limits, so as to 
deal with the whole question of 
University tests in Scotland, wo.ld be 
really to give an extension to our 


{COMMONS} 


discussions which would be deplorable | 


on every ground, religious, educational, 
aud academic. 


Mr. BRYCE: The right hon. Gentle- 
man will forgive me for reminding him 
that it was he, not I, who raised this 
question, 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
agreed that it was extremely desirable to 
see that the Churches had theological] 
schoo.s where they could train their 
students with some sense of security. 
But that was not the point. The Bill 
made a great change. It proposed to 
transfer the testing of the professors 
from the hands of the State. where it 
was now, and to place it under a 
particular Church, viz., the Established 
Church of Scotland. It proposed to 
transfer national, not sectarian, institu- 
tions from the control of the State to 
the contro] of a particular Church. ‘That 
was the source of the feeling there was 
on the Opposition side of the House. 
The present test was old-fashioned, and 
had come to be regarded as a mere form, 
and people did not lay the same stress 
on it that they would on something that 
was comparatively new. What justifica- 
tion was there for what was now proposed 
to be done? They not only took away 
the test from the Government and put 
it into the hands 0 one of the Presby- 
terian Churches, but they put an 
obstacle in the way of the very thing 
they sought to accomplish—namely, to 
pave the way towards union «mong the 
Presbyterian Churches. If they made 
it more difficul: for the students of the 
Free Church or the United Free Church 
to attend the lectures of the divinity 
professors, if the theologic.l facult‘es 
of, the Scottish Universites were to 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| 
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be faculties of one denomination, as they 
would be much more when this clause 
was passed than they were now, then 
certalnly they would b> putting a 
further obstacle in the way of Presy. 
terlian reunion. He would like to see 
a state of things in which the students 
of cach denomination would take their 
training where the best teaching 
was given. 
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It was true that the Report pointed out 
that the policy of tests by itself created a 
certain difficulty, but it went on to say 
that the difficulty could be got over in 
several ways, one being that the appoint- 
ment of theological professors should 
not rest simply with the University 
Court or whatever was the appointing 
body at present, but should be under the 
control of a specially chosen body of 
curators. Such an arrangement could 


easily be made, possibly by Ordinance, | 


and without coming to Parliament. 
But what the supporters of the present 
Amendment were asking for was that 
these national institutions, for such they 
were, should not cease to be national by 
being placed under the dominion of any 
one Church. In Scotland the course of 
studies for the arts faculty had been 
much enlarged. Hebrew was one of the 
subjects which might now be taken, and 
under this proposal it was to be taught by 
a professor tested by a particular de- 
nomination. That, surely, was a very 
retrograde step. He had got svmpathy 
with the desire of the Government to set 
free the ministers of the Established 
Church from the test now imposed upon 
them in somewhat rigid terms, but he 
believed the matter had been somewhat 
hastily dealt with, and that the draftsman 
had found it easy to slip in the maiter oi 
the Universities. But this question of 
the Universities stood on an_ entirely 
different footing, and it was because they 
felt it was putting back the hands of the 
clock that the supporters of the Amend- 
ment desired to omit the words referred 
to. When even King’s College had 
been abolishing its tests it was un 
fortunate that the Government should 
propose to put the test for the theological 
chairs in the Scotch Universities in the 
hands of a particular denomination, and 
he hoped it was not too late for one. who 
was very friendly to the Bill to appeal 
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0 the Government to consider between |to be done was 
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to further the re- 


jw and the Report stage the grave |laxation without rushing to such an 


question of principle here involved. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) entirely agreed with the pro- 
poser ot the Amendment and the right 
ion. Gentleman the Member for Hadding- 
tonshire in their desire to get rid of the 
tests in theological chairs, and in their 
ideal that there should be one course of 
theological training for all theological 
students in Scotland. At present there 
yas great overlapping, and an altogether 
yiscientifie distribution of theological 
chairs. That was put forward in the 
Report by no one more emphatically 
than Dr. Fairbairn, his idea being to 
weld the forces and the professorships in 
the colleges of the United Free Church 
and the Universities, and to make a 
single theological faculty in which the 


‘students of the different Churches should 


That, however, could not be 
done by present Bill. The right hon. 
(Gentleman opposite seemed to have for- 
gotten that besides the question of sub- 
scription there was the test requiring the 
professors to be members of the Church 
oiseotland. Evenif the Amendment were 
carried that requirement would remain. 
That | was it unreasonable 
that the General Assembly should have 
‘he power of drawing up the words of 
subscription ? It was not a fresh limita- 
It was not putting under the 
General Assembly chairs which now 
might be held by non-members of the 
of Scotland. It simply con- 
tinued that part of the qualification 
which consisted in the requirement that 
professors should be members of the 
Church of Scotland, but relaxed that 
jart which consisted in subscribing 
verbal and literal adherence to the 
Confession, and put the professors in 
the same position as ministers would be, 
of subscribing a general adhesion to the 
standards of the Church. 


1 
th 
Cie 


eine 


sO, 


He hoped the opportunity would 
be taken of reviving the move- 
ment for making one theological 


faculty in the different cities and Uni- 
versities, and he believed the relaxation 
of the test would help the necessary 
hegotiations between 


ind the Free Churches. What 





the Established | 
had | 


‘extent that there might be a danger 


of the Churches declining to accept 
teaching without any test at all as a 
qualification for their students. Per- 
sonally he did not believe in tests a 


bit. He agreed with the majority of 
the Commission that the professors 


should be chosen by a board containing 
membe rs of the different Churches whose 
students were to be educated, who 
would consider it their duty not only 
to regard the scientific knowledge of 
candidates, but to look at them as men 
under whose charge future generations 
of ministers were to trained. He 
hoped that would be the solution ul- 
timately arrived at, and if he thought 
the Amendment would help forward 
such a solution he would support it. 
As, however, he did not think it would 
have that result, or that the problem 
could be satisfactorily dealt with in 
this Bill, he hoped the Government 
would adhere to the clause as it stood. 


be 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) 
said he felt more in harmony with the 
Prime Minister than with the other 
speakers on this occasion. It seemed 
to him a reasonable thing that a Church 
in selecting the professors who would 
teach her ministers should require as 
much security from those professors 
as from the ministers themselves. As 
far as he could see, there was no dis- 
tinction between doing away with tests 
for professors and taking a similar course 
with regard to ministers. Theological 
professors had much more to do with the 
doctrine afterwards taught than had 
the ministers themselves, because thev 
practically formed the views of the 
students, and if the professors were 
Rationalists the whole ministry would 
probably become saturated with un- 
belief. For Scotland to get into the 
same condition as Germany in that 
respect would not make for advance. 
He did not advocate over-rigorous tests. 
He objected altogether to the extreme 
severity of the test now enacted in 
the Established Church, believing that 
it injured consciences and went beyond 
what they had a right to exact. But 
there was a great difference between 
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requiring a man to subscribe to a thou- 
sand separate propositions, as was in- 
volved in the Confession of Faith, and 
saying that there should be absolutely no 
testatall. He believed that the Christian 
religion rested on a basis of solid truth. 
He did not desire to see human interpreta- 
tions put too much to the front. In 
the past the Church had suffered from 
a far too minute and verbal theology, 
but he believed there were great funda- 
mental truths at the foundation of the 
Christian religion, and unless a man 
believed those truths he was utterly 
unfit to be a minister of the Gospel. 
In every Church there must be some 
security that those who taught the 
future ministers believed those truths, 
and their belief must be in accordance 
with the main lines of Christian tradition. 
It was quite clear that there must be 
some guidance and direction in the 
matter and the whole thing must not be 
left to chance, or they would be preparing 
sad days for the Church of Scotland. 
So, balancing one thing against another, 
he was in favour of the clause as it now 
stood unless something better could 
be provided which would give more 
solid security in the future. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) thought the discussion must 
convince the Government of the very large 
question they had raised in this part 
of their Bill. He was bound to say 
that of all the remarkable parts of 
the Prime Muinister’s speech, perhaps 
the most remarkable part was that in 
which he complained that the subject 
introduced was not cognate with the 
Bill itself. It was not the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Aberdeen 
who had introduced this topic and it 
was not his Amendment. The topic 
had been forced upon them by the 
Government, and, as a friend not only of 
this Bill but also of this special clause, 
he urged the Government to reconsider 
the step they were taking. He quite 
admitted what had been said by the 
Government and by the hon. Member 
for the Partick Division of Lanarkshire, 
that it was difficult within the limits of a 


Bill such as this to abolish tests because | 

they had to provide 

way of carrying on a school of theology 
Mr. Samuel Smith 


some practical 
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| which would ensure that it would not 
| be left high and dry without pupils, 
That was an additional reason for not 
introducing so controversial a topic, 
raising and prejudicing as it inevitably 
did the whole question of tests and the 
way they were to be imposed. 


He understood that the right hon, 
Member for Aberdeen did not wish to press 
his Amendment for the abolition of tests 
if the Government would agree not to 
prejudice the question of the imposition 
of tests by persisting in this part of the 
clause. ‘There were many inconveniences 
in dealing with a question like the aboli- 
tion of tests, and it was very difficult to 
deal with. He thought they had a 
right to insist that this question should 
not be prejudiced. He did not hesitate 
to say that this question was being pre- 
judiced by this particular part of the 
clause, because it was a very much more 
serious matter to have a test authorised 
in anew Act of Parliament at this period. 
A new right was being given by this part 
of the Bill to the Church of Scotland 
which it had not hitherto enjoyed, 
which it was most inexpedient that it 
should have, and which would give it a 
claim to resist any improvement in the 
future towards making the occupancy of 
these chairs in Universities more ope to 
all the men who were most competent to 
fill them. Surely it was not reasonable 
at this time of day to suggest that 
national institutions such as the Scottish 
Universities should be closely bound to 
any particular denomination, however 
much respected it might be, or whatever 
might be its hold upon the community. 
That was a sort of thing which ought not 
to be contemplated by any Government in 
this House. Many hon. Members on the 
opposite side sincerely sympathised with 
the desire to relax tests for professors of 
theology just as much as they desired to 

| give all reasonable liberty to the Church 
of Scotland. Was it reasonable that a 
chair subsidised by this House should be 
made, so far as tests were concerned, 
the property of a single denomination. 
He hoped the Government would drop 
| this part of the scheme. 
*Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scort- 
| Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) wished the 
| Committee to note the position in which 
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the Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Aberdeen placed 
them. He proposed to leave the Bill 
standing in so far as it was designed to 


deal with the test for ministers, but to | 
take out of it the words making it apply | 


to professors. The result would be that 
whereas they would have a relaxation of 
tests for ministers they would have no 
such relaxation for professors. He con- 
fessed he did not quite follow the position 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Haddington when he recalled his very 
recent observations, because he now said 
that the test was of no effect, because the 
Scottish professors taught theology of 
the widest description, That did not 
altogether meet the difficulty, because he 
remembered that on the last occasion 
on Which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Haddington addressed the 
House on this matter he said something 
different. Speaking then upon Uni- 
versity tests, he said— 

“We all know the test imposed upon Scottish 
professors. We all know it is a test to which 
hardly any honest man can subscribe his name. 
It is a test which implies all kinds of mental 
reservation and puts people in a position which 
certainly no one occupying the honourable and 
elevated position of professor of theology ought 
to be placed in.” 





With a great deal of that he agreed 


Mr. HALDANE: I have seen so much 
since then of professors of theology in 
Scotland that I am convinced that I 
misjudged them. In the latitude and 
liberality of their view there is nothing 
to complain of. 


said it was 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON 


not the latitude and liberality of their | 


view ; it was the honesty. The right hon. 
Gentleman said it put men in a position 
which no one who occupied the honour- 
able position of a professor ought to be 
placed in. There was a great deal of 
force in that view, and he thought there 
should be some relaxation. He could 
not understand the position where 
they were dealing, as the right hon. 


Gentleman the Member for Partick 
reminded them, with a class of 
professors who must be ministers of 


the Church for Scotland. If they took 
this out of the Bill, the result would be 
that they would have power to relax the 
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formula for ministers of the Church and 
| they would retain that rigid and severe 
‘form of subscription which the right 
| Gentleman the Member for Haddington 
had referred to in the quotation he had 
read. If the policy of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Aberdeen 
was carried out and they had a scientific 
and non-religious faculty in the colleges— 


Mr. BRYCE: No; not non-religious. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : Then scien- 


tific, which need not be Christian. 


Mr. BRYCE: I said it was not to be 
subject to tests. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : Of course 

they might be Agnostic or Socinian or 
Buddhist or non-Christian. The result 
would be that if they had that kind 
of scientific teaching in the University 
the Established Church would set up 
its own form of schools and they would 
not have a school for the ministry of 
any of the Churches just for the very 
reasons that induced the United Presby- 
terian Church and the Free Church to set 
up their halls. Other students coudl 
attend there and there was no distinction 
between the theology of the Presbyterian 
Churches, which were all of the same 
character. He was confident that the 
Divinity students of the Established 
Chureh would go to their halls and they 
would find these faculties attended only 
by scientific students and not by those 
who intended to become practical min- 
isters of the Church. He submitted to 
| the House that the position suggested by 
this Amendment was not one which 
would conduce to harmony in Scotland, 
and by adopting it they would be taking 
the wrong step to bring about reorganisa- 
tion. He urged the House to al'ow this 
relaxation to be applied not only to 
ministers hut also to professors. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) was 
entirely in favour of the relaxation 
of tests, and he was also in favour 
of the clause. His difficulty was that 
it was not a question of relaxation 
of tests but a question of transferring 
authority from the Universities to the 
Established Church. The Amendment of 
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the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Aberdeen was intended to meet 


this difficulty and what the Amend- 
ment proposed was the course he 
would like to see taken. The Lord- 


Advocate had said that if they took 
out the words suggested they would 
leave a very inconvenient state of matters, 
because while ministers would have 
their test relaxed, professors would not. 
That would be inconvenient. but how 
long would it remain so ? 
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No longer 
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than till the Government could find some 
means of a lowing the Established Church 
some voice in the selection of professors, 
That could be done by an ordinance, but 
if it required legislation he thought there 
would be no difficulty on either side of 
the House in obtaining it 


7 > 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 195; 
No-s, 135. (Division List No. 298.) 
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Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 


Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, 2. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps. Charles Alfred 
Crossley. Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 


Mr. Crombie. 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Egerton, Hon. A. de ‘latton 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Rt. HnAilwynEdward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mance’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHnSirRB.(Invy’rn’ss) 
Firbank. Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon, Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry ‘Vil 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S, 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg. Lindsay 

Hoult, Josepb 

Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jebb. Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred. 
Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(MileEnd) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
MIver Sir Lewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirHE.(Wiet’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Milner, Rt. Hon.SirFrederickG. 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hauts.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray (C, 
Murray, Charles G. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury} 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney} 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W . W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 





Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
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Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.(Renfrew 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, RtHnJ. Parker( Lanark 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M°Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Zarlow, John Emmott 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brige, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
sryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

suxton, SydneyCharles({ Poplar 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell- Bannerman, SirH. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Eliice, CaptEC(S. Andrw’s Behs 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward Notts 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walrond, Rt. H»u.SirWilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hom. John Lloyd 
Williams, Colo:el R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Fredevick (Bristol, N.) 


NOES. 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Goddard, Danicl Ford 
Grant. Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon.Sir E. (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Lewi: 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helm, Norval \Vatson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. Morley 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

M’ Kenna, Reginald 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Morley, Rt.Hon.John( Montrose 
Muldoon, John 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Parrott, William 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.( Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Rea, Russel] 

Reid, Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries) 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Robertson Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, RtHnC.R.(Northants 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJT.( Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. Causton. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) , of the presbyteries in Scotland would 
said that the effect of the Amendment} be necessary. He quite admitted that, at 
standing in his name was that in order | present, any Act of the General Assembly 
to make any change in the doctrine or | must have the consent of a majority of 


discipline of the Established Church 
ot Scotland, the consent of twicteeaa| 


VOL. CXLIX. 


presbyteries if that Act dealt with a 
change of formula, 
[FourTH Series. | 22 


At present the State 
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prescribed the formula by Act of Parlia- 
ment, and that made the contract between 
the clergymen of the Established Church 
and the State. That contract affected 
not only the ecclesiastical but the civil 
rights of the clergymen. It was altogether 
different dealing with a State Church and 
a voluntary Church; because in the 
former there were State endowments 
and in the latter none. In the Church 
of Scotland the  presbyteries con- 
sisted equally of clergymen and elders 
or laymen. But some of the presby- 
teries were large and many small. 
Obviously, therefore, a majority of 
the presbyteries might not really 
represent the opinion of the whole 
Church in a matter of such great im- 
portance as a change in the formula. 
He did not know of anv question which 
might give rise to more dispute in the 
Church as a whole than a change of 
formula, and he doubted the wisdom 
of giving to the Church the right of 
throwing this bone of contention into 
the presbyteries where, though there 
were not High Church and Low Church 
parties, as in England, the evangelical 
party might object to any change in 
the formula and so cause dispute in 
the Church. Where parties were pretty 
evenly divided, the question in dispute 
might be reopened over and over again 
and the interests of the Church would 
suffer. If any question of a change of 
formula could only be decided by a 
majority of two-thirds of the presby- 
teries, then the chances of a final settle- 
ment would be secured. The present 
formula was being signed by most 
ministers of the Church of Scotland 
without much “ boggle,” and so far as 
he could see there was no great hankering 
for any change. Everyone knew that 
the Confession of Faith was a very old 
formula and was only understood in a 
very general sense; and that old Acts 
of Parliament were never construed 
in accordance with the strict language 
of the Act. but in accordance with the 
opinions of the present time. In cases 
of heresy, in which a clergyman was 
charged with not conforming to the 
Confession of Faith, the General <As- 
sembly of the Church of Scotland was 
the ultimate Court of Appeal; and no 
disadvantage was found in that now. 
There was, therefore, no hardship in 


Mr. Caldwell. 


{COMMONS} 


asking that when any change was pro- 
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posed to be made in the formularies that 
that should be decided by the vote of 
two-thirds of the presbyteries. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 

In page 4, line 24, to leave out the words 
‘the majority,’ and insert the words ‘ not less 
than two thirds.’ “—(.V/7. Caldwell. ) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘the majority’ stand part of the clause,” 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he hoped 
the hon. Member would not press his 
Amendment. The clause had been 
framed on the analogy of the 
Barrier Act, which was passed in 1697 
for the regulation of serious changes 
in the constitution of the Church of 
Scotland, which had regulated its pro- 
cedure ever since, and which had been 
adopted by the Free Church—he could 
not speak positively as to the United 
Presbyterian Church—as sufficient to 
safeguard the interests of that Church. 
According to the Barrier Act it was 
provided that for preventing any sudden 
alteration or innovation or other pre- 
judice of the Church doctrine, worship, 
discipline, or government thereof, it 
Was appointed and enacted that before 
any General Assembly of the Church 
should pass any Act to be binding ac- 
cording to the rules and constitution 
of the Church, the same must be made 
by overture to the General Assembly, ard 
then, having been passed by the General 
Assembly, be sent down to tiie presbyteries 
and com? back to the Genera] As- 
sembly for final decision, So that the 
change had to be before the General 
Assembly once, with an interval te go 
to the presbyteries to be passed by the 
majority of the presbyteries, and then 
come to the General Assembly to be 
finally disposed of. The presbyteries 
numbered eighty-four and they were 
made up of the number of parishes in 
the district. He agreed that some of 
them were small, with only five parishes ; 
but some ran up to as many as 100 
parishes. 


The constitution of a presbytery 
was made up in this way: every 
minister within the bounds was a mem- 
ber, and he was accompanied by an elder 
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from his own session, so that the presby- 
tery was composed equally of clergymen 
and laymen corresponding to the number 
of parishes. The Bill secured that any 
proposed change of formula should be 
first passed by the majority of the 
General Assembly, that that proposed 
change should be sent down to the 
presbyteries, that it must be passed by a 
majority of the eighty-four presbyteries, 
composed equally of clergy and laity, 
and that it must then come back to the 
General Assembly to be approved by 
a majority of its members. He, there- 
fore, submitted that the terms of the 
Barrier Act, which was passed to prevent 
anv *sudden alteration or innovation or 
other prejudice to the doctrine or disci- 
pine of the Chureh of Scotland, and 
which had had that effect for more than 
sufficient guarantee 
against serious change in the constitution 
or doctrine of the Church of Scotland. 
The precautions which already existed 
were sufficient to meet every case, and 
he asked the hon. Gentleman not to press 


his Amendment. 5 gy 


wea 

Mr. CALDWELL said he felt perfectly 
certain that, if this power were given to 
the Church of Scotland, they would find as 
much variety of opinion in that Church 
as ever there was in the Free Church, and 
he felt certain that in that way they 
were throwing an apple of discord into 
the Church which had not existed before. 
He had suggested a remedy. If the 
State were to hand over the power to 
alter the formularies, they should at 
least take care that the decision was not 
leit to a snap division. Everybody 
knew that werv few of the elders attended 
the presbyteries at all. [Cries of ** No, 
no!” | He had been to the presbytery 
vl Glasgow many times, and he knew 
what he was talking about. The lay 
element was really not very much con- 
cerned in what went on in the presbytery, 
and he thought they would find that 
experience would show he was right in 
wishing to prescribe that two-thirds 
should be in favour of any change. 


200—s-vears, was 


& 


Mr. LLOYD -GEORGE | (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said they had to scrutinise the 
matter very carefully, because it would 
probably form an important precedent for 
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England and Wales. It was with some 
difficulty that he had been able to follow 
the discussion about presbyteries and 
elders, and he was much obliged to the 
Lord-Advocate for explaining the com- 
position of the Established Church. As 
he understood it, it would be quite 
possible for the minority of the Church 
of Scotland to alter the doctrine of the 
Church. He candidly confessed he might 
be wrong, but that was how he under- 
stood it. The Lord-Advocate said there 
was great disparity between these 
presbyteries. In one they might have 
100 parishes and in another four 
parishes. If, therefore, they were going 
to leave it to be decided by the 
majority of the presbyteries, they might 
have about a dozen presbyteries con- 
taining a majority of population over- 
ruled by seventy-two presbyteries con- 
taining a minority of population. He 
knew it was subject to reference from the 
Greneral Assembly, but he was not sure 
that the majority of the General Assembly 
might not represent the minority of the 
Church as well. As he understood it, 
the General Assembly consisted, roughly 
speaking, of the ministers of the Es- 
tablished Church and of an elder from 
each presbytery ; and a bare majority of 
the General Assembly, representing a 
small minority of the adherents and 
members of the Church, might alter the 
formula of the Church in the teeth of the 
majority of the Church itself. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said the re- 
presentation of presbyteries in the General 
Assembly depended upon their size. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the original 
point he was about to make still held 
good, because they might have one 
church with 150 members with the same 
representation in the General Assembly 


as a church with 1,000 members. That 
was not one vote, one value. It was 


just like the Redistribution scheme of the 
Government. Therefore, a bare majority 


in the General Assembly, with a bare 


majority of the presbyteries, might carry 
a very important change of doctrine 
in the teeth of the vast majority of the 
people of Scotland. That seemed to 
him grossly unfair; and, if it were a 


recedent, and of course it was, it was 
'p lent, and of course it , it was a 
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very serious one, as people in this country 
were beginning to realise. If that were 
the basis on which it was to be done, 
they might find in the Church of England 
a number of clergy, representing the 
minority, changing the doctrine in a 
particular fashion. He did not mind 
that so long as they were Free Churches 
and had their own property, created 
by the devotion of their own members ; 
but when they were dealing with national 
property it was a different matter, 
and he thought it behoved the House of 
Commons to temper the sweeping pro- 
posal of the Government. It was very 
remarkable that the Government should 
introduce a proposal of that kind when 
they considered that by the judgment 
ofthe House of Lords, whichthe Bill 
was introduced to amend, a small minority 
was able to give its veto to a vast 
majority of a Church. Yet they were 
prepared to leave it to a bare majority 
to alter the formula. He should have 
pleasure in supporting the Amendment. 


Sr J. FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.) said he did not think the 
hon. Member for Mid.-Lanarkshire had 
correctiy represented the attendance at 
the presbyteries, 


Mr. ELLIOT (Durham) said he 


would make an appeal to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite not to insist on 
these trifling Amendments. Really, 


after the speech of the hon. Member who 
had just sat down, and who confessed 


that his knowledge might not be correct, | 


he felt that the time of the Committee 
was being wasted at the expense of 
action which he should have thought 
would have commended itself to ninety- 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he could 
not allow the speech of the hon. Member 
who had just sat down to pass. He 
had made a thoroughly irrelevant speech. 
He talked about wasting time, and of 
his knowledge of the General Assembly, 
He took his information from the Lord- 
Advocate, and he accepted the correction 
he gave him. 


Mr. ELLIOT: I[%did not say it was 
not correct. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the hon. 
Gentleman said that it was a trifling 
Amendment. Would he regard it as a 
trifling matter if the documents of the 
Church of England were altered by a 
mere chance majority. [‘* Question.’’] 
It was the question, surely. If it were 
not the question, then the speech of the 
hon. Member was completely out of 
order. If his speech were in order, then 
his (Mr. Lloyd-George’s) speech must alse 
be in order. Did he mean to say he 
would regard it as a trifling matter to 
allow the Convocation of the clergy, 
representing the minority, to alter the 
formula of the Church of England? If 
he did not, then it was no trifling matter 
in this case. Was it because he regarded 
Presbyterians as beneath his notice ? 
If it were important in the case of one 
Church it must be important in the case 
of another, and, therefore. the observa- 
tions of the hon. Member were without 
justification. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 21); 





nine out of every 100 Liberals. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, RtHn.HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 








Noes, 115. 


AYES. 


Balfour, RtH1GeraldW.(Leeds 
3anbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon.AllenBenjamin 
3each, RtHnSir MichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
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Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

3utcher, John George 
Buxton, NE( York. NR, Whitby 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A.( Wor. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
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Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel] 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Ellice, CaptEC(S.Andrw’sBghs 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Doulgas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwynEdward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHnSirRB(Inv’rn’ss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hainilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hoge, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
tiozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen Charles P. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barlow, John Emmot 
Benn, John Williams 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
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Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt.Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 


| Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 


| Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol.S. 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, John Cumming 


| MacIver, David (Liverpool) 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Tver, SirLewis(EdinburghW. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 


| Maleolm, Ian 
| Marks, Harry Hananel 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHn SirHE.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 


| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Milner, Rt.Hon.SirFrederickG. 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott(Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
| Morpeth, Viscount 

| Morrison, James Archibald 

| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 

| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 





Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 


NOES. 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
3uchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
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Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, S. Forde 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, SirH.(Renfrew) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, RtHnJ.Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Warde. Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


| Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Vills, Sir Frederick (Bristol.N. 
Vilson, John (Glasgow) 
Vilson-Todd, SirWH.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Vortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Vyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dobbie, Joseph 
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Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts). 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Harcourt, Lewis 

Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon, Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E.(Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
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Kearley, Hudson E. 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh,N.) 
Morley, Rt.Hon.John( Montrose 
Newnes, Sir George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Parrott, William 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Reid, SirR.Threshie( Dumfries) 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
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Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, JohnLawson( Leeds, 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.; 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.k) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hudderst’. 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Caldwell and Mr. Hunter 


2ussell, T. W. 





Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 


*Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
Kast Toxteth) moved in line 24, after 
“thereof,” to insert “any formula so 
prescribed shall be laid as soon as may be 
before both Houses of Parliament, and if 
either House of Parliament within the 
next forty days resolves that the formula 
ought to be annulled it shall, after the 
date of that Resolution, be of no effect.” 
He said that this Amendment would, to a 
certain extent, meet the two points which 
had already been discussed, viz., that of 
the professorial tests, because it would 
retain acertain measure of Parliamentary 
control, and that of the majority of the 
presbyteries, because it would add to 
those already existing another presbytery 
in the shape of the House of Commons 
which would approach these questions 
from a more detached point of view than 
the existing presbvteries, and could be 
relied upon to give a more impartial 
and unbiassed opinion. But it should be 
clearly recognised that the Amendment 
raised also the much larger question of 
whether an Established Church was to be 
allowed to have a blank cheque in the 
matter of its formula of subscription. 


He knew that this description of a ‘‘ blank 


cheque ” would be contested; but he was 
certain that they were giving to the 
Church of Scotland a blank cheque in 


Craig. 


Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 


respect of its formula of subscription, 
and if it was a blank cheque in the matter 
ofthe formula of subscription it was a 
blank cheque in the matter of the doc- 
trines and the standards of the Church. 
The point, therefore, to consider was 
whether it was possible to give that 
liberty in the case of an Established 
Church and still to consider it as having 
any specia] relationship with the State. 


On the Second Reading of the Bill the 
Prime Minister said that religious bodies 
would always find in him an advocate of 
freedom and of union. They could al! 
subscribe to those words, but after al! 
it was rather a cryptic utterance, which 
depended on the formula of subscription. 
The immediate problem before the 
Committee was not the general question 
of freedom and union in religious bodies 
but the question of reconciling the freedom 
of an Established Church with its union 
to the civil power. That was a very 
difficult problem, and, as the Prime 
Minister had said, no formula had ever 
been found «r probably ever would be to 
fit all Churches or all countries. He was 
perfectly clear, however, that the principle 
of an Established Church : 8 we knew it 
in England and Scotland was that there 
should be some relation between Church 
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and State, not only in regard to tom 
poralities, but in regard to doctrine and 
creed professed. The only queation | 
the Committee had to consider, having 
regard to the condition and constitution | 
of the Church of Scotland, was as to the | 
degree and rigour with which that 
principle should be applied, and he 
submitted with confidence that the words 
he proposed were the very mildest appli- 
cation of the principle of union between 
Church and State. In the matter of the 
Church of England the circumstances 
were entirely diff rent, and it was impos- 
sible to argue from the one Church to 
the other. At the same time, the principle 
was the same, and they had to consider 
the precedents from the point of view of | 
the Church of England, and he agreed 
with the hon. Member for Carnarvon | 
that when Parliament came to deal with 
the Church of England froma constructive | 
point of view, if ever that day arrived, 
they would have to deal with the pre- 
cedent the Government were creating by 
this Bill. He was sometimes charged 
with being an Erastian. He did not 
know anybody who was not an Erastian ; 
certainly the Prime Minister was one, 
because only the other day the right 
hon, Gentleman stated that it was 
impossible to separate the relations of 
Church and State, or to prevent the 
spiritual trom perplexing the temporal 
power or the temporal power trom 
iuterfering with the spiritual. 


| 
| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In all Churches. 


*Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR: Yes; and I 
sav that that is Erast.anism. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I merely want 
my hon. friend to quote me accurately, 
and IT am not sure that he was doing so. 
He seemed to think that the doctrine I 
laid down referred only to the Established 
Church, whereas it is of universal applica- 
tion to all Churches. 


*Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said he quite 
recognised that, and it was merely an 
extension of the principle. If it was true 
of non-Established Churches it was cer- 
tainly true of Established Churches, and 
it was because of the impossibility of 
divorcing the relations of Church and 
State in regard to Established Churches | 
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that he submitted that they were all, 
whether they liked it or not, Erastians. 
The Church of Scotland itself was Eras- 
tian. He would not trouble the Com- 
mittee with the Confession of Faith in 
detail, but he held in his hand a state- 
ment prepared— 

‘On behalf of the Church Interests Com- 
mittee of the Church of Seotland with a view 
to explain the legal and historical position of 
the Confession of Faith and the formula in the 
Chureh of Scotland, and the scope of the pro- 
posed legislation in regard to the formula.” 

And, while he did not accept their line 
of argument, he would quote as an illus- 
tration what that Committee said on the 
question of Parliamentary interference— 

“ The objection is urged against the proposal 
to leave the formula to the Church that the 
formula may be so conceived as to abrogate 
important parts of the Confession, and that 
Parliament could not interfere if the Church 
took that course. This can only mean that 
Parliament could not consistently or in fairness 
interfere. But this criticism proceeds upon a 
misapprehension. The Confession remains rati- 
fied by Parliament as the public and avowed 
Confession of the Church, and Parliament gives 
no licence to the Church te frame a formula 
which is inconsistent with that enactment. 
The liberty given to the Chureh under the pro- 
posed measure must fall to be construed under 
reference to the Act of 1690, and if the Church 
were to take any action in relation to the 
formula inconsistent with that Act, there 
would clearly be ground for Parliamentary 
interference.” 

He submitted, therefore, that there 
should be an end to all talk about 
complete spiritual independence as 
regarded the Church of Scotland. The 
Church of Scotland did not take up any 
such position in the latest memorandum 
upon the subject. The Church of 
Scotland accepted the principle, and 
declared that even if a formula were 
proposed without consent of Parliament 
it must still be on the lines of the Act of 
1690 or Parliament would have the right 
to interfere. Therefore, he thought his 
argument held good that the Church of 
Scotland accepted the principle of State 
interference in certain contingencies even 
in matters spiritual. 


He wished to develop that argu- 
ment further, and to point out that 
there appeared to be some misappre- 
hension as to wh.t would really be the 
effect of this clause, This clause would 
give a blank cheque to the General 
Assembly to make whatever formula 
it liked from time to time. They 
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knew that a formula made to-day by} he now proposed were eminently titted 


the General Assembly would be in the 
direction of relaxation, but fifty years 
hence it might be in quite another 
direction. Therefore, they were leaving 
to the General Assembly power to make a 
formula which might be changed from 
time to time and about which Parliament 
would know nothing whaiever. No 
doubt it would be argued that the 
formula would be governed by the 
Confession of Faith. So far from 
that being the case, he thought the 
formula would govern the Confession, 
How had the demand for this formula 
arisen? It had arisen because of 
the extreme precision and definite 
doctrine of the Westminster Confession 
of Faith. It was so precise and clear, 
so rigorous, and so hopelessly unflinching 
in all its definitions that this demand for 
relaxation had naturally arisen in the 
Church of Scotland. That being so, it 
was quite clear that it was the formula of 
subscription which was going to govern 
the Westminster Confession, and not the 
Westminster Confession which was going 
to govern the formula. It was not by 
altering the Westminster Confession that 
the Church of Scotland was going to 
mcdify its position, but by the more easy 
and practical wav of substituting a 
relaxed formula which placed a different 
interpretation upon that Confession. 


He thought the Committee would 
recognise that what they were dealirg 
with now was that they were being 
asked to give to the Church of Scotland 
full liberty to vary its doctrines and 
standards by the direct application of 
a modified formula of subscription to 
its ministers, and therefore they were 


making an entirely new departure 
in the relation between Church and 
State. He objected to that on 


two grounds. In the first place, as 
regarded the Church of Scotland, it 
seemed to him that while it was emi- 
nently desirable to give the Church 
liberty, it was not desirable to carry that 
to the point of depriving the State of all 
connection with the spiritual develop- 
ment of the Church of Scotland. It was 
desirable that the Church and State 
should be kept at least in contact as 
regarded the development of the Church, 
and he submitted that the words which 


Mr. Austin Tuylor. 


to keep the State really cognisant of 
what was happening in the Church. He 
fully reccgnised the difference between 
the Church of Scotland and the Church of 
England, but he objected to this clause 
from the point of view of the Church of 
England. He was aware that a great 
many of his Scotch friends thought that 
he was needlessly alarmed, and that no 
precedent would ever be applied from 
the Church of Scotland to the Church of 
England. But while it was quite 
possible that no direct prececent could 
be quoted because the circumstances 
were different, the principle between 
Church and State was identical although 
its application might be different. 
Therefore he viewed a clause which was 
a breach of that principle with the 
greatest apprehension from the point of 
view of the Church of England. 


He would probably be told that the con- 
stitution of the Church of England was 
entirely different from that of the Church 
of Scotland. Of course that was evident 
to anyone who knew anything of the 
history of the two Churches. But while 
that was perfectly true, they were bound 
to recognise that not only was the 
Church of Scotland in a state of tran- 
sition, but the Church of England was 
also in a state of transition, not ouly 
as regarded its doctrines, but in regard 
to a movement which in some directions 
was of the most reactionary character ; 
and it was also in a state of transition a; 
regarded its form of government. 
There was in the Church of England 
to-day a distinct movement in the 
direction of self-government, and there- 
fore they had to consider in the future 
whether or not what was now being done 
was going to be a precedent in dealing 
with the Church of England. In the 
case of the Church of England he freely 
admitted all the difference alluded to in 
regard to its constitution, but, as he had 
already said, the Church of England was 
in a state of transition, and he wished to 
protect, in advance, this Church against 
the application of a principle which he 
believed was wholly unsuited to its 
present condition. Therefore, while the 
relations between Church and State were 
what they were at present in England, 
those who thought with him, that it was 
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of supreme importance that the spiritual 
connection between Church and State 
should be maintained in England 
as well as in Scotland, were bound 
to protest against a proposal which 
they thought would be dangerous 
if applied to the Church of England. 


The words which he suggested were, he 
thought, the very mildest form that 
could be used if anything whatever was to 
be inserted in modification of the clause. 
He was sure that hon. Members from 
Scotland on both sides of the House 
would not accuse him of a desire to be 
provocative in regird to the Church of 
Scotland or the non-Established Churche ;, 
but he felt that if this clause were allowed 
to go through they were parting with 
something which they shon'd never 
ecover—something which might be a 
loss inthe national life of Scotland, and 
which might lead to a loss in the national 
life of Englan|. Therefore he felt bound 
to do all that he could to prevent the 
loss taking place. The words of the 
Amendment had been cvrefully con- 
sidered. It might be fairly contended 
that the contingensy which he suggested 
would never ari-e. He thought it was 
extremely improbable that in the case of 
the Church of Scotland any necessity for 
Parlismentary action would or could ever 
arise. ‘The constitution of the Church of 
Scotland was so democratic that he did 


not believe that, except under most 
exceptional circumstances, a case for 
Parliamentary interference under the 


Amendment could possibly arise. But 
he did not think that ought to be an argu- 
inent to any Member of the Committee 
who sympathised with the views he was 
noW expres-ing for not inserting the 
words. These words wee, after all, an 
ass rtion of the pzinciple of the connection 
between Church and State in matters 
spiritual which he thought most im- 
portant, and the importance of which 
would be more and more realised. The 
members of the Established Church who 
desired to maintain it as an Estab- 
lished Church would surely do well 
to recognise the desirability of having 
the changes in their spiritual develop- 
mnt registered. The High Commis- 
Sloief was part and parcel of the 
ecclesiastical machinery in Scotland, and 
it was surely desirable that whatever 
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they did in the region of their doctrinal 
development should be laid before 
Parliament in some shape or other. He 
trusted the Amendment would receive the 
careful and favourable consideration of 
the Government. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 24, after the word ‘ thereof,’ 
to insert the words ‘any formula so prescribed 
shall be laid as soon as may be before both 
Houses of Parliament, and if either House of 
Parliament within the next forty days resolves 
that the formula ought to be annulled, it 
shall, after the date of that Resolution, be of 
no effect.’ ”’ 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Tam sure the 
House is very anxious to come to a 
decision on this point, and I shall there- 
fore abstain from vielding to the 
temptation of dealing with that part 
of my hon, friend’s speech in which he 
criticised s»mething which fell from me 
some days ago. The hon. Gentleman 
asks us to refuse to give to the Scottish 
Church a boon which he does not deny 
that Church desires, and which he does 
not deny would be a benefit to the 
Church, because the time may some day 
come when somebody in this House 
or the other House will point to this 
clause as a precedent. I do not think 
that is a sufficient ground for rejecting 
or modifying the clause. The danger, 
if it be a danger, is remote and uncer- 
tain, and the fact of quoting a precedent 
of this kind from a Church which in 
history and tradition is quite different 
from the English Church will not 
strengthen the case for change in regard 
to the English Church. If changes are 
made in the relation of that Church to 
the State or in its internal constitution, 
they will be made upon the intrinsic 
merits of the question then before the 
House and the country. and they will not 
be modified one way or another by any 
policy we may adopt in favour of a Church 
which by its history and tradition is so 
widely separated from its sister Estab- 
lished Church in this country. 


My hon. friend appears to think 
that there is a principle, a single 
principle, of establishment. But the 





1251 


Churches 


smallest consideration of the con- 
stitution of the Scottish Church and 
its relation to the State will show 
that that is historically inaccurate, and 
that can he proved by a mere appeal to 
history. The appeal to history is equally 
conclusive with regard to this particular 
case. My hon. friend has said over and 
over again that we are now taking a new 
departure. The new departure is a 
reversion to the Act of 1690. which first 
established the Church in Scotland. How 
can that be called a new departure? It 
is a feversion to the old original 
constitution of the Established Church, 
It is true that is modified by the Act 
of 1695, as the House is aware, but 
it was not modified with the view of 
drawing tighter the bonds, between 
the Scottish Parliament and the Scottish 
Church. I+ was not intended to carry out 
those Erastian doctrines which my hon. 
friend very inaccurately ascribed to me. 
It was carried out fora perfectly different 
object, and in reverting to the condition 
of things after the Act of 1690 we are 
not starting a new question. We are 
not embarking on some unknown voyage. 
We are not travelling over unmapped 
continents. We are only giving the 
Church liberty in one department 
which it has enjoyed absolutely in an- 
other department with regard to the 
subscription to the Confession of Faith, 
As mv hon, friend is probably aware 
from this debate, if not from a study of 
the question, the Scottish Church has 
had freedom to determine what are to be 
the terms of subscription for lay elders 
who have as integral and as inevitable a 
share in Church government as the clergy. 
The Church has exercised that power 
from time immemorial. It has exercised 
it with wisdom, discretion, and modera 
tion, and all that this clause asks—all 
that my hon. friend desires to take away 
from it—is thatthe Church should be 
allowed to revert to its original constitu- 
tion and allowed to exercise over the 
whole field of subscription a_ liberty 
which it has enjoyed, and _ never 
abused, with regard to a large por- 
tion of that field. I hope the 
Committee will reject the Amendment. 


Sin. ROBERT 7§{REID. (Dumfries 


Burghs): I have always thought it a great 
pity when the House of Commons is asked 
Mr. A, J. Balfour. 
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to express its opinion on religious matters, 
The hon. Gentleman has put forward 
his Amendment practically on the 
ground of the ultimate possible effect 
of the Bill on the Church of England, 
I entirely decline to take the view 
that the ultimate possible effect of the 
Bill upon the Church of England or 
the clergy of the Church of England 
ought to have any relation whatever 
to the discussion and the decision of 
this House on any question relating 
to the Church of Scotland. No one who 
knows the history of the two countries 
and of the two Churches can fail 
to know that in their origin, constitution, 
traditions, and attitude towards the 
State they are totally different. That 
is one of the reasons why I can- 
not follow my hon. friend. Another 
reason is that my hon, friend proposed 
that any formula which might be here- 
after adopted by the Church of Scotland 
might be annulled by the vote of one 
or other of the Houses of Parliament. 
Supposing that there was a universal 
wish in Scotland to vary the formula 
of the Church of Scotland, is a vote 
of the House of Lords to annul that 
formula? I object to that as a 
Scotchman entirely on principle; and, 
quite apart from the theological question. 
on which I have no intention to enter, I 
think it will be a great misfortune 
if the Amendment of my hon, friend is 
carried. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said hetwas 
sorry to intervene on this subject, 
especially as it was a Scottish one; but 
really the English worm must turn at last. 
He thought that English Members had a 
perfect right to intervene in this matter 
when they believed that a principle was 
involved which was wider than Scotland. 
The Prime Minister had said that 
his hon friend’s Amendment would 
deprive the Scottish Church of a boon. 
His hon, friend did not propose to do 
anything of the kind, The Church had 
a perfect liberty to draw up its own 
formula, but what the Amendment 
proposed was that the change should be 
laid on the Table of the House, and that 
it might be annulled within forty days. 
But did anyone suppose that that 
would ever happen in practice? It was 
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said that the Amendment would be a| 
restriction on the freedom of the Church. | 
They were all in favour of freedom, but 
they were also in favour of order. The 
time might come when there would be | 
another temper in the public mind which 
was not in favour of freedom. The 
question was, was the House once and 
for allto part company with the principle 
involved in establishment, so far as the 
Church of Scotland was concerned 2 The 
Prime Minister had said something about 
different principles of establishment. 
Now, he contended, that there were 
different degrees of establishment, but 
there were not different principles of 
establishment. They all knew that the 
degree of establishment in the Church of 
Scotland was very different from the 
degree of establishment in the Church of 
England. He was old enough to remem- 
ber that the Free Church and the United 
Presbyterian Free Church of Scotland 
were divided on the question of establish- 
ment, and it was that question which 
divided the Wee Frees and the United 
Frees, 


THe CHAIRMAN said that the hon. 
Member was not in order in pursuing 
that line of argument, 
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Mr. HARWOOD said he only wanted 
to reply to the Prime Minister. The one 


thing which had brought this Bill into 


existence was the very principle which the 
Prime Minister had tried to make light of. 
He himself was in favour of the principle 
of establishment, but this was not a 
question of whether they held with 
Kstablished Churches or not. It was a 
question whether if a Church was 
established and continued to be 
established, it was to stand in a 
proper relation to the nation, The 
established Church had duties to perform 
to the State, and the State had duties to 
perform to the Church. The nation 
through Parliament was bound to see 


that an Established Church did not 
offer a religion of which the nation 


could not approve. Let them do away 
with the Established Church if they 
liked, but so long as they had such an 
institution the principles of the establ sh- 
ment must be maintained. He asked 
the House seriously to consider before 
parting with the great principle of 
establishment. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 86; 
Noes, 219. (Division List No. 300.) 


AYES. 


Allen, Charles P. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, 
Benn, John Williams 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
alg Henry 

ey Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cremer, William Randal 
Delany, William 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


Harcourt, 


| Helme, Norval 


Higham, 


Horniman, 


| Lambert, Georg 


| Levy, Maurice 
iL loyd- George 


| Lyell, 


Lewis 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
| Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 


Ventworth, C. B. } Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. Roe, 
John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, 
Frederick 
Humphreys-Owen, 
| Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
| Jones, William(Carnarvonshire  Slac 
| Kearley, a seta E. 


| Lawson, Sir W ‘ilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Layland-Barratt, 
Francis Allston | Leigh, Sir Jose ph 


David 
Lough, Thomas 

Charles Henry 

| MacIver, David (Liverpool) 


Price, Robert John 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
William Snowdon 
Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair. John (Forfarshire) 
k, John Bamford 
Spencer, Rt-HnC R( Northants. 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Thonas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Temkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Ure, Alexander 
Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Watson 2obson, 


West) 
John 
Arthur C. 


Francis 


f 





Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 


| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


| 


| 


Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N.) 
Nussey, Thomas Wilans 

| Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) | Pirie, Duncan V. 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hudderst’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Austin Taylor and Mr. 
Harwood. 
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Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allhusen, AugustusHenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt-Hn.HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH 
3ailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir W. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, N.E.(York,NRWhitby 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

Dixon- Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doughty. Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 





{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Ellice, Capt E C(S.Andr’s Bghs 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwynEdward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Rt.HnSirRB.(Inv'rn’ss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marsha! 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Heaton, Jobn Henniker 
Henderson, SirA.(Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John( Kent,Faversham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn.H.4L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, Arthur H.( Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. Charles. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 

M ‘Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
M’Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt Hn SirHE.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W JH.( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Binghain 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore | Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
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Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morley, Rt.Hon.John( Montrose 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newnes, Sir George 

ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Parrott, William 

Percy, Earl 

Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

fankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries) 
Renshaw. Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Thomas 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopiord- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward TT. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.(Rentrew) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Rt-HnJParker(Lanarks 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt.Hon.Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E.(Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm, Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Wallace, Robert ££ F' 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamH.- 
Warde, Colonel C. E.&' BF 
Wason, JohnfCathcart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Loyd 





Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon Wolff, Gustav 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson | 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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| TELLERS FOR THE NOEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Vilhelm 


Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.(Yorks. | Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. | 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


And, it being after half-past Seven of 
the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again 
To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


ALIENS BILL. 


[THIRD READING, | 
Order for Third Reading read. 


*Tip SECRETARY or STATE ror tHE 


HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axkers- 
Dovenas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 
referred to some of the criticisms 


which had been 
measure and to changes which had 
effected in its provisions. He 
said the whole object of the Bill was to 
deal with immigrants who came here in 
bulk at certain ports, It was only one 
class of passengers which came in this 
way and so came under the operation of 
this Bill, ut, after all, it was this class of 
passenger which supplied the undesirable 
population in this country and caused a 
great expense to be thrown on the rate- 
payers. The Government had no desire 
to exclude those who could maintain 
tuemselves and their dependents decently, 
but they did desire to prevent the rate- 
payers being put to the expense of 
maintaining those who came to this 
country in a destitute condition, and to 
keep out those who were not desirable on 
account of their being !unaties, or idiots, 
or convicted criminals. — Complaint 
had been made that an undue charge 
was being placed on the shipowners in 
makingthem responsible during a certain 
period for the maintenance of the 
personsthey brought over to this country 
and liable to take back immigrants who 
were found to be undesirable, He 
did not, however, think shipowners 
had any great grievance. The House 
must remember that the profit of 
bringing over aliens went to them, and 


made upon the 


been 





if anyone ought to bear some liability in 
the matter it was surely the shipowners 
themselves. The complaint had come 
chiefly from the other side of the House ; 
whereas the majority of the shipowners 
in the House sat, he believed, on the 
Ministerial side, and they had expressed 
satisfaction atthe wayin which the Govern- 
ment had endeavoured to meet them. 


Amendments had been made in 
the Bill to enable transmigrants to 
disvense with examination, the ship- 
Owners giving security that they were 
passed through this country. It had 
been said that it was a hardship to the 
shipowner that he should have to provide 
accommodation for inspection at the quay- 
side or elsewhere in the neighbourhood of 
the ship. But it must be remembered 
that had not a concession been made the 
examination would have taken place on 
board ship, and that if shipowners desired 
to avoid expense the examination could 
still be held on board. He had made 
inquiry on the subject from shipowners, 
and he could not ascertain that any great 
cost, ifany cost at all. would be cast 
upon them. In the case of nearly all the 
big lines the shipowners themselves 
possessed buildings in which the examina- 
tion could be held. It had been said 
that it would be a hardship if the ship- 
owners were compelled to take back an 
alien who had arrived in this country be- 
fore the passing of the Bill or who had 
passed through the machinery at the 
port. He thought the Member for Liver- 
pool had proved his case, and the Bill 
had been modified in this respect, 
without, he believed, impairing the 
principle of the measure. 


A desire had been expressed on 
both sides of the House that no_politi- 
cal or religious refugee should be turned 
back from these shores for want of means. 
it had never been the desire of the Gov- 
ernment to exclude such refugees. The 
ditticulty had been to find suitable words 
which would not offer facilities for evad- 
ing the Bill. He thought that the 
Amendment originally proposed by the 
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Prime Minister really met all the genuine 
cases, and that though it did not go so 
far as the right hon. Member for the 
Forest of Dean desired, the larger propor- 
tion of Members on both sides felt 
that it was a perfectly fair proposal. 
The point had been made that the Bill 
made destitution a ground for exclusion; 
but in reply to that he would urge that 
the class which unfortunately was 
generally destitute was the class which 
had caused a great deal of inconvenience 
and suffering to the working classes in 
certain portiors of London 
country, and it would have 


Bill if they had not dealt with this class, 


It had been argued that it might be 
possible for crimina]s who could pay a 
higher fare for their sea route to come to 
this country in spite of the Bill. 
was perfectly true; but in the third 
clause there were provisions for expel- 
ling them from these shores, and there 
were also provisions in Clause 1 which 


dealt with those who had been con- 


victed under an extradition treaty. A | 


number of these men were well | 
known at the short seaports, and | 
there would be no difficulty in 


dealing with them. The 
clauses would rid us of a large number 


of foreign criminals who had been con- | 


victed in this country and to a large 
extent populated our prisons, occasion- 


ing a great deal of expenditure to the | 


taxpayers. Quite apart irom the pre- 


ventive clauses of the Bill, he expected | 


that it would have a very considerable 
deterrent effect in preventing the class 
of aliens aimed at from entering the 
country. 
case in America, 


The Government had 


Third Reading. 


sought to make concessions to the House | 


aud to meet certain hardships, but the 
principle of the Bill remained what it 
was when the measure was introduced, 


aad he felt certain that if it became law | 


proper administration of its provisions 
would secure the object which the pro- 
moters had in view. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
ee That the Bill be now read the third | 
time.” 


Mir. Akers- Douglas, 


{COMMONS} 


and the | 
been im- | 
possible to bring forward an effective | 


That | 


expulsion | 


That had certainly been the | 
He thought the | 
House would be well advised to pass the | 
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Major SEELY (Isle of Wight), 
moving that the Bill be read a third time 
this day three months, acknowledged the 
courteous spirit in which the Home 
Secretary had conducted the measure 
through the House and Committee. But, 
as the right hon. Gentleman said, the Bill 
remained the same in principle in spite 
of the changes made in it, and for that 
reason he would continue to oppose it, 
He did so on three grounds. First. the 
| Bill was a sham Bill in regard to the 
| exclusion of criminals. Secondly, it was 
introduced with a double purpose, and 
though the Prime Minister and many of 
his colleagues had. no intention by its 
| means of keeping out efficient and com- 
peting workmen, their supporters went up 
and down the country declaring that thit 
| was their object. Thirdly, it was an 
‘infraction of a high and great principle 
on the most flimsy grounds and for the 
/most trifling consideration. 





It was a sham to say that 
the criminal could be kept out by 
this Bill, and the Home Secretary 
ihad practically admitted it in his 
/speech. In order to come face to 
face with the immigration officer the 
well-known criminal would have to 
commit two acts of incredible folly. He 
would have to select an immigrant ship 
'going to an immigrant port and get 
| nineteen other malefactors to accompany 
(him, and then he would have to 
tuke a steerage passage, although he 
need only spend a few extra shillings 
in order to become a cabin passenger, 
Supposing the foreign criminal had com- 
mitted these two great acts of folly, and 
had at last met the immigration officer 
face to face, there were still several 
easy loopholes of escape for him. After 
his offence had been proved he could 
plead that it had a political significance, 
or that he was fleeing from religious 
persecution. If he came from a country 
| where there was any persecution whatever 
going on, he would probably be able to 
convince the immigration authorities 
that he was entitled to come in. It had 
| been computed that the odds against 
being killed on an English railway were 
200 millions to one, and he believed the 
odds against catching a criminal under 
this Bill would be at least as great. All 
| the authorities who had been consulted— 
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person of Sir Kenelm Digby—had agreed 
that while the powers of expulsion might 
be valuable, those of exclusion would be | 
nugatory. 


including the Home Office itself, in toe 
| 


Another ground of objection was | 
that the Bill was proposed with a 
double purpose, It would not include a 
single efficient competing alien workman ; 
that was not the intention of the Bill, 
nor was there the machinery to do it. 
The measure could not possibly have any 
protective effect in that direction. But 
he objected to the Bill also because it 
marked the abandonment of a great and 
high principle which, if not immemorial, 
had been slowly and laboriously built up | 
—the principle that to keep out people | 
because they were miserable and without 
means was Neither wise nor right. He 
was glad to note that the Members who 
specifically represented labour in the 
House had refused to be seduced by the 
suspicious pretensions of keeping out 
competing labour, and they had found 
ali unexpected ally in the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich, who had probably 
dene more to amend the Bill than any 
other Member of the House. The noble 
Lord had held up the ideal ofa Christian 
Church, all-embracing, and including all 
races and all colours, and contended that, 
however poor, persons should be admitted 
if they Were in any way damaged or 
damnified by holding their creed. That 
was only a part of the still higher doctrine 
of the great commonwealth of humanity, 
held by hon. Members on that side of 
the House, and it was because they 
believed that humanity could be regarded 
as a great commonwealth that they 
opposed the policy of the exclusion 
of the poor and miserable. ; 


Hong BB 

The Prime Minister had asked whether 
this country was to extend the Act of 
Elizabeth to the destitute all over the 
world. To that question there was a 
crushing reply, What was the extent of | 
the burden imposed? According to the | 
latest returns £13,000,000 was spent by | 
this country in poor relief; and of that 
sum Only £29,000 was spent in relief to 
aliens. For the sake of saving such a 
sum the Government were prepared to 
abandon a great and high principle. 
Whether it were popular or unpopular, | 
he at any rate would continue to oppose | 
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Bill. 


so fatuous a policy. It was not as 
though the Government had a Clean 
record in this matter. The very Govern- 
ment who proposed to exclude these 
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|people from the United Kingdom had 


deliberately imported into South Africa 
a mass of people who, according to the 


| latest statistics, were far more criminal 


than any aliens who had ever come to 
thiscountry. That, surely, was the height 
of cynicism, and then from that height 
they descended to the lowest depth by 
proposing for the sake of 29,000 paltry 
sovereigns to abandon a great, high, and 
generous principle. He begged to move. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland), as another unrepentant op- 
ponent of the Bill, seconded the Amend- 


ment. Recent elections had shown that 
there was not that enthusiasm for the 


Bill which hon. Member: opposite had 
alleged, the truth of the matter being 
that the outside public had observed 
that the Opposition had been able to 
make good their main propositions that 
the Bill was trivial and that it infringed 
a high principle of national policy. 
Such popularity as it had really enjoved 
had arisen from the belief that from 
75.000 to 80,000 aliens came and settled 
in this country every vear, and that the 
Bil would put a stop to the influx. 
The glamour of that protective idea had, 
however, largely evaporated. The 
spokesmen of the Government had 
steadily set their faces against the idea 
that this was a great protective measure. 
Although the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham had 
claimed it as the beginning of his pro- 
tective policy, the Prime Minister and the 
Home Secretary had consistently adopted 
a different line of argument, and recom- 
mende | the Bill asa measure of sanitary 
regulation, for the exclusion oi criminals, 
and for the relief of the rates. But the 


| Government had been unable to do any- 


thing with the argument from figures. 
No doubt it was impossible to give 
within two or three hundred the actual 


| number of aliens who came and settled in 


the country, but according to the Census 
Returns the alien population increased 
on the average by 7,000cr 8,000a vear, 


| and that number was doubtless approxi- 
| mately correct. What, then, became of the 


alleged 75,000 or 80,000? Moreover, in 
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excluded, and, as they excluded many 
classes Who would not be touched by this 
Bill, it was only reasonable to suppose 
that the proportion would not reach even 
that figure in this country. One-fifth 
of the aliens excluded from America were 
contract labourers, and no allowance was 
made for religious persecution, ‘There- 
fore the number excluded here would 
probably be very small indeed, and for 
this pitiful result there was to be set up 
a great machinery in eleven of our ports, 
and £24,000 of national money expended 
in order to save, as the Government 
themselves had admitted, £29,000 of local 
money, « large part of which was paid 
by aliens themselves, who in certain 
districts were large ratepayers. 


In one respect only had the Bill been 
successtul—it had enabled the Govern- 
ment to pass another session. It was 
the supreme effort of legislation for this 
year, The Government had the magnifi- 
cent record of having passed a Bill which 
would keep out five dinghy-loads of 
tatterdemalions. The Bill would set up 
a machivery which scme future and more 
powertul protectionist Government, if 
ever there wes such a one, would be 
able to use and extend, and he was 
opposed to this class of legislation and 
feared its extension. He gladly admitted 
that the right of asvlum had to some 
extent been reserved by the Amendment 
that had been forced on the Government 
by the action of the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich, but the Bill still 
contained the detestable poverty test to 
which he objected. This Kill did not pro- 
vide a proper method for dealing with 
sweaters. The sweater in this country 
was of British make; he was allowed to 
exist by our laws. If wehad proper laws 
there would be no sweating. The British 
landowner who would not part with his 
land was responsible for overcrowding, 
The Opposition were only too anxious to 
deal with overcrowding and sweating, 
but they would not find salvation by 
excluding a shipload of aliens. We 
should make laws to control our mono- 
polists, and not bully aliens in order to 
conceal our own neglect, indifference, and 
bad laws. 


Mr, Trevelyan. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.”—( Major Seely.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Masjor EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney), referring to the argu- 
ment of the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
the Member for the Isle of Wight that 
the Bill would not exclude foreign 
criminals from landing in this country, 
insisted that the measure would carry 
out what had always been the intention 
of the Government, namely, that the 
magistrates and Judges should have the 
power of expelling those who misbehaved 
themselves after they came here and 
put themselves in reach of the law. 
With regard to the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman’s charge that the Bill was 
brought forward for electioneering pur- 
poses, he must ask him to settle accounts 
with his colleagues on the benches 
opposite and with those Liberal candi- 
dates in East-End constituencies who 
had, over and over again, supported the 
policy embodied in the Bill, and who 
had petitioned the leaders of the Party 
to allow the Bill to pass. [Oppostrion 
cries of dissent. ] 


*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): There was not one of the candi- 
dates or Members who, in asking our 
Front Bench not to oppose the Second 
Reading, expressed approval of the 
Bill. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON informe! 
the hon. Gentleman opposite that one 
candidate, after making inquiries for 
himself in the constituency of Stepney, 
came to the conclusion that this very 
legis!ation was urgently necessary, and 
expressed approval of every principle 
contained in the Bill. 


*Mr. CREMER: How many more ? 


*Masjor EVANS GORDON said there 
was also Mr. Stopford Brooke, the candi- 
date for Bow and Bromley, who had 
appeared on a platform in the East End 
which was adorned with several hon. 
Members opposite, and expressed himself 
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very strongly in favour of the Bill. He | 
would also quote from his own speeches | 

the views of the hon. Member for Poplar | 
with regard to this legislation. 


1265 


{19 JuLy 1905} 


Till. 1266 


Every candidate, every clergyman, labour 
leaders such 2s Mr. Steadman, all believed 
in the necessity for such legislation, and 


| before the Royal Commission representa- 


tives of the trades affected strongl, 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower | 
Hamlets. Poplar): The hon. and) 
gallant Gentleman and some of his 


triends are perpetually mentioning my | 
name. I expressed my views with regard 
to the Bill in the Second Reading debate, 
and it does not seem necessary to repeat | 
them On every Occasion, especially as 

hon. Gentlemen opposite desire to get 

this Bill through. If Iam -ilent it is not 

because I have altered my views. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON said he had | 
not accused the hon. Gentleman of 
altering his views. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Then leave 


me alone. 


pleaded for a Bill such as this. He 
yielded to no man in sympathy for the 
persecuted, but he could not ignore the 
sufferings of our own unemployed work- 
men displaced in their occupations and 
in their homes by these alien immigrants. 
It had been said that this Bill only deait 
with a local grievance, but witness after 
witness before the Royal Commission 
urged them to report in favour of a Bill 
of this kind. In Yorkshire the Stockton 
Trades Council recently passed the 
following resolution to send to the 
Labour Representation Conference which 
was to be held in January next— 

“That the Labour Representation Com- 
inittee be instructed to promote legislation to 


| stop the landing of pauper aliens in this country, 


| as being detrimental to the best interest of the 


*\Masor EVANS GORDON said he had 
not the slightest intention of leaving the 
hon. Gentleman alone. Declarations of 
a clear and emphatic character on this 
question from the Front Bench opposite 
were so rare that he should quote, and 
quote on every possible occasion, the 
views of the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Poplar. He was glad that the hon. 
Gentleman had not changed his views: 
but he could wish that he had supported 
them, both in the lobby and by speech, 


more firmly aid steutly than he had seen | 


fit to do. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: 
obstruct the Bill. 


And so 


*Masor EVANS GORDON said they 


had herd in the course of this debate all | 


sorts of charges against this Bill. They | 
had been told by hon, Gentlemen opposite 
that it had been introduced in consequence 
of a spurious agitation, that the Bill 
would keep out nobody, that it would 
inflict a great hardship upon aliens and 
ruin the shipping trade, and that there 
was absolutely no demand for it amongst 
the working classes or the trades unions. 
Let any Member who suspected it was a 
spurious agitation enter any of the few 
Temaining houses 
occupied by English families and hear 
proofs of the reality of the alien grievance. 


in his constituency | 
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workmen of this country.” 


That resolution was carried by nine to 
five. Evidence ofa similar kind was given 
in favour of this Bill by trades union wit- 
nesses from Lancashire, Leeds, Sheffield. 
and other places, Petitions had been pre- 
sented from many of the leading trades 
unions urging the Government to legis- 
late in the direction in which they were 
now doing under this Bill. The repre- 
sentative of the gasworkers in London 
said that in one large works alone there 
were 800 aliens employed. In face of 
these facts what nonsense it was to talk 


'of the unemployed when so much em- 
| ployment which Englishmen were ready 
| and willing to undertake was being taken 
| from them by aliens. 


Tney had heard a 
great deai of sympathy expressed for 
the aliens by hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
but not one word of sympathy 
in these debates had been spoken 
by members of the Oppositon in regard 
to the sufferings of our own people, who 
had been completely ignored by hon. 
Geatlemen opposite. In his own small 
Division of Stepney 425 houses in the 
past twelve months had become occupied 
by foreign aliens. Of these hoses 379 
had been occupied by Engl'sh families. 
On a moderate estimate the 425 houses 
Were now occupied by at least eight 
aliens each, so that in twelve months 
there had been an influx of 3,400 aliens 
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into the Parliamentary Division of 
ntepney alone. And yet they were told 
So aliens were coming in and that they 
were a Ciminishing quantity. In 
February, 1903, the hon, Gentleman 
‘he Member for Poplar urged the 
Government to introduce this legislation, 
and he said— 

** He did not care whether the alien immigrant 
were Jew, Turk, or infidel, or what nationality 
he belonged to; what he objected to was the 
refuse of Europe being dumped down on these 
shores.” 


He fu ther said— 

“Tt wasstated that he trades unions could 
Jook after the working hours of these people, 
but destitute aliens were ready to accept very 
low wages and long hours, and this made it 
impossible in some trades for trades unions to be 
formed at all.” 

Dealing with 
the hon. Member for Poplar said— 


“Tt was impossible to expect that they could | 
improve the housing of the poor so long as the | 


refuse of the rest of Europe was permitted to 
come into this country. 


not right that they should allow these destitute 
aliens to come in unchecked to reduce the rate 


of wages and lengthen the hours of work, and | 


seriously affect the proper conditions under 
which labour ought to be carried out.” 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Does the 
hon. and gallant Member say that I 


made that statement outside of 
House ?¢ 
*Masor EVANS GORDON: No, in| 


this House in February, 1905. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Why do 


you say I have changed my mind ! 


Mayor SEELY: Is the hon. and 
gallant Member in order in referring 
to speeches made this session in the 
House of Commons ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. and gallant 
Member said he was quoting from a 
speech made in the year 1905. 


*Masorn EVANS 
vould be perfectly 
Member. 
had made a 


statement in this 


strongly supporting this measure which | 
hefvoted for last year, but in this House 
this year since the Bill had been intro- 


Major Evans Gordon, 
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| 
the housing problem | 


In the present condi- | 
tion of the working classes of this country it was | 


this | 


GORDBON said he | 
plain with the hon. | 
The hon. Member for Poplar | 


House | 


‘glad to hear that. 


Bill. 
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duced the hon. Gentleman had main- 
tained a discreet silence and had done 
little by vote or speech to forward the 
measure which he declared last year 
was so urgently necessary. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he 
could not understand why the hon, 
Gentleman persisted in making these 
violent and unprovoked attacks upon 
him. He had never disguised his opinion 
in favour of the Bill. He spoke on the 
Second Reading, and it he had taken no 
part in the subsequent debates it was 
because he understood the Government 
wanted to get on with the Bill. [Op- 
POSITION cries of ‘ Withdraw, with- 
| draw ! 7] 





*Masor EVANS GORDON said there 
|was nothing to withdraw. He = ad- 
hered to the opinion vhich he had al- 
hon. Member 


year strongly 


ready expressed that the 
| had declared himself last > 
in favour of this Bill, and, as far as he 
was aware, he had done nothing this 
vear, either by vote or speech. to support 
this measure. Further, his object was to 
show how strong the feeling was in the East 
End of London this question, 
}and how unjust it was of hon, Gentlemen 
opposite to accuse the supporters of 
the Government of getting up an agitation 





upon 


of this kind, and declaring that there 
;was really no grievance at all. The 
' hon. Member for Poplar said in 1905— 


| “What could be simpler than to put the 
| obligation in this matter upon the steamship 
| companies % Quite SO per cent. of these desti- 
| tute aliens came to London; and practically 
| the whole of them came to three ports in this 
| country, and came from four Continental ports 
only, and there would be no difficulty about 
it. The administrative difficulties had been 
greatly exaggerated, and if the Board of Trade 
made up its mind to deal with this question 
and put the responsibility upon the steamship 
companies they would prevent these destitute 
aliens coming here.” 


Those were the very things the Gov- 
}ernment had done, and would the hon, 
Member his and 
| his approval of this Bil 


1 
piace express 


rise 10 dLet 
| } 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Certainly ; 
I am going to vote for the Third Reading. 


*Masgor EVANS GORDON said he was 
The hon. Member 
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jor the Elland Division appeared to argue 
that because they had at present crime, 
sweating, and overcrowding in this 
country they should add to those evils 
by importing additional evils of the same 
kind. He had never contended that all 
these evils were caused by alien immi- 
gration, but what he did say was that 
they were seriously increased by the 
great influx of poor people from Eastern 
Europe. 


As regarded what the Bill would accom- 
plish it was difficult for anybody to 
sav, until we had experience of its 
actual administration. He wished to 
be perfectly frank with the House. 
He did not say that the Bill contained 
wll that he wished it to contain. He 
thought the clause which was pro- 
posed to exclude contract labour would 
have been an advantage to the Bill. 
He should have liked to see a clause to 
expel fraudulent and professional bank- 
rupts. He thought also the limitation of 
twenty in the definition of an immigrant 


siip was too high. It should be 
reduced to ten, or, in certain cases, 
to a lower figure. But in his judg- 


ment a great step in advance had been 
made, and he believed firmly that the 
Bill, if wisely administered, would be 
productive of great good without inflicting 
any hardship on people to whom it was 
desirable to give domicile in this country. 
They would watch the results with 
‘lose attention, and if it should appear, 
as hon, Gentlemen opposite desired that 
it should appear, that the Bill failed, he 
ior one would not hesitate to press tohave 
itstrengthened. He thanked the Govern- 
ment for bringing forward the Bill. Any 
small effort which he had put forward 
i promoting the measure had been done 
wholly and solely for the benefit of the 
people he represented in particular, and 
1} the country at large. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.) said the hon. and gallant Member 
closed his speech by expressing — his 
gratitude to the Government for this 
sul, Might he himself express the hope 
chat the Government would afford an 
‘arly opportunity to the country of 
xpressing its thanks. While listening 
‘o the speech of the hon. and gallant 
Member he wondered whether he really 
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regarded himself as a typical and legiti- 
mate representative of English trades 
unions. There were a good many repre- 
sentatives of English trades unions and 
English working men in that House, and 
from every legitimate source or channel, 
working-class opinion had been one of 
undivided hostility to the Bull, and, 
therefore, he would ask the Prime Minis- 
ter, when winding up the debate to-night, 
to tell the House from what source he 
got his mandate for the measure. From 
what source had he derived information 
that this measure was required by the 
country / The ostensible grounds on 
which the Bill was brought before the 
House were that in the present state of 
the law diseased, criminal. and pauper 
immigrants admitted into this 
country. 


were 


* Therefore,’ said the Prime Minister in a 
highly anti-protective speech,.“ this is not a 
measure associated with protective policy at all. 
{t isa Bill to relieve the people of London especi- 
ally, and the people of the country at large, 
from the incubus of pauper immigration.” « 


But the Bill was supposed to be founded 
on the Report of the Roval Commission. 
He invited the attention of hon. Members 
opposite to statistics with relation to 
pauperism among the alien population. 
He would take the case of the Metropolis, 
because it was conceded that alien immi- 
gration was objectionable in the Metro- 
polis in a pre-eminent The 
general percentage of pauper population 
in London was 7:9, whereas the pers 
centage of pauper alien population was 
2:4. Therefore, there was really no 
serious reason for the Bill on the ground 
of paupers being introduced. The Report 
ot the Commission said that the alien 
immigrants who came into this Metro- 
polis, though very poor, were sober, 
law-abiding, and industrious citizens. 
The hon. and gallant Member who spoke 
last, the protagonist of this crusade 
against aliens, gave the whole case away, 
because he said they did not really think 
they could prevent the landing of erimi- 
nals, but they could expel them. As far 
as criminals were concerned, they would 
come in through other channels than the 
ordinary immigrant ship, and indeed the 
supporters of the measure relied not on 


degree. 


‘the preventive but on the expulsive 


clauses. Then, in regard to overcrowd- 
ing, there could be no question that even 
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crowding would exist. In the North of 
London, where there were avowedly no 
aliens, and in Lambeth, there was a 
greater percentage of overcrowding than 
in the districts where the aliens lived. 


What was the real reason for this Bill ? 
It had been avowed in the most candid 
manner by the right hon. Member for 
West Birmingham that the reason why 
he supported the Bill was that it was 
going to stop a competing factor with 
British labour. He was not at all sure 
but that, if he believed there was serious 
competition with British labour from 
the alien population, he should be dis- 
posed to assist in the passing of some 
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if there were no alien immigration over- 











measure for the purpose of protecting | 


our working classes. 


Central) : Why do you not make up your 
mind ’ 


Mr. 


mind 


ATHERLEY - JONES 
was convinced. What 
facts disclosed by the 
These facts showed that this form of 
competition with British labour was 


said 
were 


polis. No more dishonest measure had 
ever been introduced in an expiring 
Parliament. It was intended to dupe 
the working classes of this country into 
the belief that the right hon. Gentleman 
was the champion and _ protector of 
British against alien labour. He ob- 
jected to the Bill also because he believed 
that there was a serious chance of indi- 
vidual refugees who were fleeing from 
religious and political persecution being 
prevented from landing on what had 
hitherto been the free shores of England. 
Did the right hon. Gentleman reflect 
that the chief ground of the esteem and 
admiration felt on the Continent for 
Great Britain was on account of the 
liberty of our institutions and the right 
of asylum we had afforded to foreigners. 
Every Continental politician who had 
Liberal tendencies pointed with admira- 
tion to these shores as the great free 
commonwealth ; and that right of asylun 


was being taken away bythe Bill. There 
was no demand for this measure. The 


Labour Members were silent ; the great 
trades unions were silent, or, if they 


Mr. Atherley-Jones, 


: | and that the 
his | 


the | 
Commission 7 | 
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had taken official action at all, it was to 
protest against the Bill. As a Radical 
and an Englishman he objected to the 
Bill; he believed it would receive the 
condemnation of the country; and he 
was fully convinced, and firmly hoped, that 
it would be struck off the Statute-book, 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Whitechapel) ventured to say that 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite 
had never added to the knowledge 
of the House on this question. The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman only offered 
his own impressions, but did not give 
the figures on which a Bill of this kind 
should rest, and he really never attempted 
to make out a case for the measure. 
The hon, and gallant Member for Stepney 


| had indeed said that 425 houses in that 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield. | year, but he omitted to say that the town 
|clerk of Stepney had reported that 


borough had changed ownership since last 


there were 1,500 houses vacant there, 
of ratepayers 
was becoming a serious matter for the 
borough. One would think from what 
hon. Members opposite argued that in the 


absence 


| East End of London hordes of aliens were 





: : : | driving the British workman away, and 
practically non-existent in the Metro- | Ss me 


putting him upon the rates, but the town 
clerk also reported that very day that 
there were no aliens in Whitechapel in 
receipt of Poor Law relief, whereas in 
Poplar, where there were no aliens, 6,009 
people were receiving out-relief. 


Masor EVANS GORDON’ said that 


'the hon. Member, when he was giving 


‘the statistics of Whitechapel, omitted 





|to say that in that district it had been 


the policy of the boards of guardiansjfor 
years past not to give out-relief, while 
in Poplar it had been the policy to 
extend out-relief. Besides this, the 
Jewish Board of Guardians in White- 
chapel had contributed enormously to 
the relief of the foreign population. 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL said that 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman had not 
improved his position by his interruption: 
The Jewish inhabitants paid their rates 
just the same as the British inhabitants, 
but they got no benefit from them. 
The Jews cared for their own poor. 
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Mayor EVANS GORDON said that | known in the district. 


Bill. 1274 


It was not likely 


the amount of out-relief given in White- | that such figures would be found among 
chapel was no indication of what the | people living in conditions likely to reduce 


alien population was. 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL 

the aliens did not receive 
door relief from the rates. 
a few sober facts which he wished to 
bring out. The total cost to the whole 
country for the relief of aliens last 
year was £29,000; and he asked how 
many aliens could be supported for a 
whole year on that sum ? 


said that 
any out- 
There were 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT asked if 
the hon. Gentleman would state what 
the expenditure of the Jewish Board of 
(wiardians was ¢ 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL said that 
what the Jewish Board of Guardians ex- 
pended was not a charge on the ratepayers 
of this country. His point was that the 


alien did not drive the British working | 


man on to the rates. 
back to the fact that the total cost 
of the aliens throughout the country 
last year was £29,000. He knew that 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman did not 
like these figures and studiously avoided 
them. When the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade, relying on the Board of 
Trade Returns, said that 75,000 aliens 
came to this country it was not a fai 
statement, as the Board of Trade Returns 
did not give the number of aliens who 
went out to other countries. From his 
own personal knowledge, and as a member 
of the Jewish Board of Guardians, he was 
aware that large numbers went to other 
countries, assisted by charitable means, 
and large nutnbers oa their own initiative. 
The Secretary to the Board of Trade 
might just as well say that the Bank 
of England was bankrupt because it passe | 
out so many sovereigns, if no account were 
taken of the sovereigns that came in 
The charge of the Prime Minister that the 
aliens reduced the standard of living 
here was a difficult one to meet, and 
if substantiated would be a just re- 
proach. But in St. George’s-in-the- 
Kast, which had a large alien popula- 
tion, the birth rate was recently 
52 per 1,000, or nearly double that of 
London, while the deaths were at the 
rate of 12°3 per 1,000, the lowest ever 


They must come | 


; The 





the standard of life. Dr. Thomas, 
medical officer of health for Stepney, 


stated in his annual report that 
in Stepney nearly 20 per cent. of 
the population were not _ legally 


married. But that estimate was only 
arrived at after excluding the Jews. 
That did not suggest that the aliens 
reduced the standard of living, nor did the 
fact that 98 per cent. was frequently the 
figure of school attendance. or that forty 
two public-houses were recently closed in 
his district. He could point to street 
after street in Whitechapel and Stepney 
which were formerly dens of thieves and 
down which in his experience policemen 
had been afraid to go, but which were 
now perfectly safe owing to the settlement 
of aliens there. If the Government did 
anything to interfere with the trade 
brought there by aliens they would regret 
it, for many British workpeople who were 
employed in these trades would suffer. 
Bill had been announced as for 
the benefit of the working classes 
and also in relief of the Jews from 
burdens thrown upon them. But as 
the Labour Members had denounced 
the Bill on behalf of the working men, 
so he denounced it on behalf of the Jews, 
who desired no protection from the 


| congenial task of succouring those not 


so fortunate as themselves and who 
did not limit their succour to people 
of their own race or religion. This 
country had a great reputation for its 
generosity to oppressed pe yples through- 
out the world without regard to their 
religious beliefs. He suggested to the 
Government that this country had not 
altered in that respect. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT said that 


every one recognised the claim of 
the last speaker to be heard on 
this question, and he wished every 


Member had shown such moderation of 
tone, and assured him that the Bill was 
in no way directed against the ancient 
religion which he professed. It was 
in no an anti-Semitic Bill. He 
entirely dissented from the view of the 
hon. and learned Me nber for North-East 
Durham that there was no demand for 
a Bill regulating the immigration of aliens. 


sense 
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No subject had been more constantly 
before the House; and a Select Com- 
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Bill. 


coming into this country. He thanked 
the Government for bringing forward the 
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mittee in 1889 called attention to the Bill, and he hoped it would soon become 
evils whichexisted from the non-regulation | law. 


of alien immigration, and said that it 
was the bounden duty of the Government 
to take the question up. 
his admiration at the way the Bill had 
been handled by the Home Secretary. 
His complaint was that the Bill had 
been too long delayed, but he congratu- 
lated the Home Secretary for his 
cautious and able handling of it, and 
thanked the Government for persevering 
with it, and the First Lord of the Treasury 
for the energetic way in which he had 
brought it forward this session. A 
great deal had been made of the com- 
paratively small number of aliens that 
came upon the rates; but the fact that 
a large number of our own people were 
deprived of their homes and means of 
livelihood owing to this uncontrolled 
foreign immigration was not taken into 
account, 


Major SEELY said that the Com- 
mittee distinctly stated that there was 
no proof of that. 


Srr HOWARD VINCENT: Nothing 
ot the kind. The Select Committee. 
of which he was a member, in their 
Report of 1884 distinctly called attention 
to the considerable number of our own 
people who were deprived of their 
homes and their livelihood by aliens. 
That was the real cause of the rise of 
the rates in this country. Then it was 
said that the Bill was imperfect, but no 
Bill that ever passed the House was an 
absolutely perfect Bill. 
some imperfections, and to his mind one 
imperfection in this Bill was that it 
would throw a considerable cost on the 
people of this country, which the aliens 
themselves who came to this country 
ought to bear. In the United States 


There must be | 


He confessed | 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I do not grudge the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman the tone of 
jubilation which he is able to show to the 
House to-night ; and I only hope that a 
few years hence it will appear that this 
Bill has been as perfectly ineffective as 
the Prison Goods Bill, and less dangerous 
and injurious to the trade of this country 
than the Trade Marks Bill—the great 
measures with which his name will always 
be associated. The Bill before the House 
is one which has been greatly talked 
about in the country, and two great 
efforts have been made, last year and 
this, to pass some Bill of this kind into 
law. On the Second Reading of the 
Bill I was unable, with a great many 
others, to vote for it, although quite 
willing to take part in any reasonable 
proposal for the exclusion of those who 
were literally and unmistakably un- 
desirable aliens. But I couid not vote 
for the Bill until I saw what shape it 
would finally take under the manipula- 
tion of the Government and the supporters 
ot the Government. Now, at the end of 
the career of the Bill, I find that there is 
one great fault in it, which is of itself 
enough to make me vote against it, as | 
shall. It is that the Bill is one which 
draws a distinction between the poor 
and the rich, or rather between the 
destitute and those who have a little 
money to produce when they come 
among us. I cannot imagine anything 
less in accordance with the general spirit 
and characteristic of our countrymen 


than that that should be the particular 


every alien who gained admission had | 
to pay a tee of two dollars to meet the | 


expenses of the immigration Cepartment. 
Unfortunately there was 
that sort in this Bill. We could not 
keep out all the undesirables, but he 
was perfectly certain that a very great 
preventive measure had been passed 
which would make aliens hesitate before 


Sir Howard Vincent. 


nothing of | 


ground upon which a man is to be 
excluded. The hardest-working man, the 
most laborious and intelligent man, the 
man the most likely to make a good 
citizen, if he settles here, and to do his 
duty by those belonging to him and 
those who live around him, has no 
chance to come into this country unless 
he has money in his pocket. But the 
worthless man, the scamp, the lazy man, 
the man who is not likely to add either 
to the prosperity of other people or his 
own, can come in if he has money in 
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he 
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his pocket. That is a plain state- 
ment of the fact, and it is quite 
enough to condemn this Bill. 


I have no intention of detaining the 
House more than two or three minutes. 
{‘“Hear, hear!” from an hon. MemBeron 
the GOVERNMENT? Benches.] [am obliged 
to the hon. Member for the extremely 
courteous interruption. If he does not 
agree with me in opinion, perhaps he will 
get up and state his opinions, if he is ina 
condition to do so. Besides this cardinal 
sin, on account of which, if nothing else, 
[ would condemn the Bill, there is that 
which has been demonstrated again and 
again through the course of these debates 
—the impracticability of the provisions 
of the Bill, the ridiculous results to which 
we are reduced when we attempt to 
follow out what will happen when the 
provisions of the Bill are brought into 
force. There is one thing to which my 
attention has been called to-day which 
1} will mention as an instance of 
what [ mean. Shipowners before taking 

transmigrant on board ship to go to 
the United States or our Colonies will 
now In self-defence be obliged to refuse 
to take him on board unless he stays six 
months in this country, lest thev should 
be under the necessity of maintaining him 
for the rest of his natural lite ; 
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so that | 


the Bill sets a premium upon constituting | 


in this country the residence for six 
months at least of the very class from 
foreign Communities whom the measure 
exclude. The Bill is full 
of absurdities of that kind. I admit 
that it has been improved in one im- 
portant respect—namely, the treatment 
of the refugee. It is better, although 
not so complete or so clear or effective 
as we should have liked. Still, it is vastly 
improved from what it was originally. 
But the whole of this legislation from 
first to last has been faulty legislation, 
because it was insincere — legislation, 
because it was known to be a mere pan- 
dering to a strong prejudice in certain 
limited localities in this country; and 
it would have been much better to have 
allowed the small number of real un- 
desirables to come in rather than to 
create all the expense and the turmoil and 
the elaborate machinery, and, as I think, 
the contradiction to the whole tenor of the 
policy and the sympathies of this country 


professes to 
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throughout generations which have been 
created by this Bill. 


The Bill will, of course, become law; that 
has been evident from the first. The one 
thing which reconciles us to it is that it wi'l 
do, after all, but little harm. The very 
absurdity of many of its provisions and 
the unworkable nature of the machinery 
will defeat to a large extent the purpose 
of those who have been anxious to see 
it passed into law. We have not yet 
been made quite sure whether it is in- 
tended to be the first step in a long process 
of active protection. It has been claimed 


on that ground—[An Hon. MemBeR 
on the GovERNMENT Benches: “ No.”’] 


—it has been claimed on that ground 
by the hon. Member for West Birmingham 
—claimed by him as the first step in the 
glorious progress towards the shutting out 
not only of the foreigner, but of his goods. 
Ido not think that the Government have 
quite openly accepted that view of their 
work, but so far as it tends in that 
direction that is an additional reason 
for our opposing it. But I can only 
express my regret that the session has 
been mainly devoted to such a Bill, for 
this is the great work of the session 
for which we have to curtail the 
opportunities of considering Supply, 
and for which we have to sacrifice other 
much more useful measures. I regret 
that the great work of the session has 
been one of such a character as not 
only to be likely to be of little use for 
the purpose for which it was intended, 
but also to impose upon this country a 
new character in the eyes of the world, a 
character which our fathers before us 
were always most anxious and careful 
to avoid. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): The right 
hon. Gentleman who has just denounced 
the Bill tells us that his chief motive for 
opposing it now is to be found in the 
obvious insincerity and the obvious 
inadequacy of the clauses which it 
contains. Well, so far as I am aware, 
nothing has occurred since the Second 
Reading either to make the clauses less 
efficacious or to make the character of 
the Bill less sincere. But on the Second 
Reading the right hon. Gentleman did not 
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take this heroic line. 


appeal to the shades of our forefathers: 
Unless my memory greatly deceives me, 
he and his friends took the safer course of 
walking out of the House, and with a 
great effort of self-control avoided ex- 
pressing the feelings doubtless boiling in 
their breasts, at a time when according 
to the practice of the House it is most 
Who can 


tell what might have happened had 


appropriate to show them. 


(COMMONS} 


He did not indulge 
in this vein of eloquent patriotism or 
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petition of the foreign with the British 
working man. 


| Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) : 
I think the right hon, Gentleman is doing 


those of us who voted for that Amend- 





ment an unwarrantable injustice, because 
‘there was not a single attempt in the 
‘direct of We simply tried 
| to guard the introduction of foreign work- 


protection, 


| 
| men in the case of disputes between em- 


| ployers and employed. 


the right hon. Gentleman and his friends | 


taken this stand on the Second Reading, | 


and, speaking for a united Party, ex- 
pressed the emotions to which he had 
referred at half-past eleven on the last 
night of the Bill, when, as he truly 
observes, it is quite obvious that the Bill 


must pass into law ? 


There was one other, I thought very 


unnecessary, taunt which the right 


hon. 
of the House. 
Bill 
As far 


side 


this 


this 
that 
its 


who sit on 


He 


tective 


said Was pro- 


in character. 


am aware, there is nothing in any of | 


the clauses of the Bill which is open to 
that objection, or that praise, whichever 
it be, according to the view of the par- 
individuals who their 


ticular express 


opinions on the measure. As far as 
know, there was only one attempt, to 
make this a protective measure and that 
was a strenuous, and anexplicit attempt, 
and the whole of the Opposition marched 


into the lobby as one man to support it. 


I do not know, but my personal belief is | 


that the right hon. Gentleman, who takes 

this rather belated occasion to denounce 

the Bill as a protective measure, did vote 

in favour of an Amendment to that Bill 

that was distinctly, obviously, and 

avowedly designed to prevent the com- 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


Gentleman levelled against those | 


1" 


Str HOWARD VIN 


free trade ? 


‘ENT: Is that 


Mr. JOHN WILSON : That is entirely 
free trade and, in our opinion, as free- 
‘traders, we were acting in accordance 
with the principles of free trade and not 
in favour of protection. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT: I voted 
for the Amendment because I thought 


it was protective. 


as I) 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR : 


I think my hon. 
}and gallant friend was 


quite consistent. 
|I do not complain of the Amendment ; 
| but the hon. Me nber will see on reflection 

that if the word protection is used in 
connection with this Bill it can only mean 
'the exclusion of foreign labourers when 
|they come in to compete with British 
‘labour. The Amendment was to exclude 
| foreign labourers coming into this country 
in certain circumstances to compete with 


| British labour, and it was for no other 


| purpose whatever that the Amendment 
| was moved. 


| Mr. JOHN WILSON: In times of 


| strikes only. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


No one who dispassionately 


That is com- 
petition, 
considers the question—great as is the 
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confusion that appears to affect con- | 


the doubt 


that whatever protection may mean in 


troversy on subject—can 


connection with the migration of human | 


beings, the effect of the Amendment 
which 
introduced. which the right hon. Gentle- 


the hon. Gentleman opposite 
man opposite voted for, is protective 


and nothing but protective. 


But I should be sorry that the last words 
spoken on this Bill should be spoken in a 
controversial vein; and nothing that I 
have to say will be of a kind really to 
raise personal controversy on either 
side of the House, however little 
We have 


been accused on this side of the House 


my 


views may be agreed with. 


of having unduly desired to restrict that 
hospitality which has for generations 
heen extended by us to all and sundry 
who desire to come to our shores, what- 
ever be their race, whatever be their 
religion, whatever be their politics, and 
whatever be their social status. For my 
own part, I altogether repudiate that 
be that 


hospitality, though a virtue, is 


view. It must remembered 
not 
obligatory either upon individuals or 
upon nations ; and if vou want it to be 
practised, either by an individual or by 
a nation, it is really in the highest degree 
desirable that it should not be abused ; 
because the inevitable effect of its abuse 
is to induce restrictions, probably exces- 
sive, to be placed on the exercise of that 
hospitality, and to prevent what is in 
him who offers it a virtue and to him 
who receives it a great blessing and 
advantage. If I am any judge of the 
failings of nations, not only in Europe, 
but all over the world, one of the great | 


Eastern peoples of Europe. 
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and growing difficulties arises either 
from their excessive restrictions on hospi- 
tality to other nations or from the harsh 
treatment which a people like the Jews 
too often receive among some of the 
If it be, 
as I think it is, a genuine danger, lest 
we should be as restricted as, for instance> 
some of our Colonies are, or even lest 
we should put as severe limitations as 
the United States of America put upon 


/immigration, or lest we should do as 


many Continental nations do, who, from 
geographical conditions, do not attempt 
to stay immigration, but who treat in 
the most abominable fashion many of 
those who are born within their borders— 
—if we are to do that it is plain and, 
I think, expedient in the interests both 
of the original inhabitants of these 
islands and of those who desire to come 
to us, that we should not permit any 
abuses in connection with that immi- 
gration, any abuses that we can help— 
should di- 


that the 


and that those abuses be 


minished to the utmost so 
hospitality which we shall extend in the 
future will be like that of the past, so that 
those who come among us will be accepted 
gladly and gratefully, and will become, 
as we are, citizens of a free country, and 
like ourselves will enjoy every advantage 


which that free country can give. 


One hon. Gentleman whom I see oppo- 
site me, the Member for Whitechapel, 
made, as I think, a very undeserved 
attack upon me the other night in con- 
the great body of co- 
religionists to which he belongs. I think 
he will admit that there is, no doubt, a 
danger, not, I hope, at present a great 
danger, but a real danger, that som? of 
the difficulties from which the Conti- 


nection with 


nental nations now suffer might arise 
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if we left this question untouched. We ! 
owe an enormous debt to the manner in 
which the Jewish community in Great | 
Britain has striven to prevent anything 
of the kind happening. They have, with 
magnificent and organised generosity, 
done an immense amount to prevent the 
evils of which I speak. I do not think 
they are behaving with wisdom in ranging 


themselves in opposition to this Bill, as 





if we had wholly different aims from those 
which they have. Ido not think we have. | 
Of course, it is impossible by any system 

the Government 


at the disposal of 


to exercise the judicious and generous | 


selection which they can exercise and do 
They, I think, 


They do not welcome 


exercise. repatriate | 
large numbers. 


all of their religion who come over. 


They are able to say to this man, “ You | 


should return,’ and to another man, 
“We will provide for you,” and to 
discriminate between the cases, so that 
the burden of the Jewish immigrant, at 
all events, is made as small as possible to 
the country into which he immigrates, 
and of which he ultimately becomes, 


I will make 


a further suggestion, if they will allow me 


no doubt, a valuable citizen. 
to do so. We have heard a great deal 
of the possibility of Jews and others— 
for the moment I confine myself to the 
Jews—coming to this country in an, 
absolutely destitute condition, and being 
rejected, under this Bill, from our shores, 
although they were flying from religious 
or political persecution. Nobody desires 
that such a contingency should occur ; 
and I cannot believe, and do not believe, 


that while the number of such immigrants | 


is at all upon the same plane that it is 
at present there will ever be any difficulty | 


in that regard. The great Jewish com- | 


munity, without the smallest difficuity, | 
es | 


Mr. A. J. Baljour. 


{COMMONS} 


;tejected from these shores. 


| care of their own people. 
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can see to it that no man seeking the 
hospitality of this country should ever be 


I do 


know whether any change in the actual 


not 


machinery which they use would be 
required to attain that purpose ; but 
that it could be attained by that great 
organisation without difficulty I do not 
Whether it would be 


possible to deal with other nationalities 


question at all, 


in the same way it is a matter of difficulty 
to ascertain; but that it could be done 


with regard to every Jewish immigrant is, 


I think, plain on the face of it, and will 


hardly be denied by anybody. 


The right hon. Gentleman who has just 


_sat down complained of this Bill because 


he said it was founded upon a distinctio: 


never before admitted in our legislation, 


a distinction between the poor and the 


rich, or, as he corrected himself, between 
those who are just above the extreme 
limits of poverty, and those who are not 
I do not think he 


It is not the possession 


above those limits. 
put it aceurately, 
of wealth that is required in the im 
migrant, it is the possession of some 
means by which he can support himsel! 
Now, 


is that either an unreasonable or a sor- 


and his family in this country. 


Remember that every 
to this 


mediately obtains a privilege which, 


did distinction ? 


man who comes country im- 


so far as I know, is not enjoyed by right 


by the citizens of any other country in 


the world—namely, the right of going 


upon the public rates for his support. 


It may be true, and it is true with regard 
to one great community, that they take 
But, of course, 
we cannot, and we ought not to, deal 
simply with one community in this 


consideration ; and I think it is not 
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merely carrving sentimentality to excess, | 
but it really is a most unstatesmanlike 
view to take to say that the distinction 


between a man who can support himself, 


and a man who would have to be sup- 
ported by the rates is one that is either | 
It is 


mean, or sordid, or negligent. not 


negligent and ought not to be negligent. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): Seven and 
sixpence makes all the difference between 


a cabin passage and steerage. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This Bill 
will not keep out anybody, so far as I 
can gather, who ought not to be kept 
But that is a different proposition, 
and no Bill could be framed to keep 
Let us be content if it 


out. 


out everybody. 
keeps out a great many who ought to be 
kept out and does not keep out anybody 
who ought to be admitted ; and I believe 
this Bill will attain that object. To what 
countries is it that the oppressed, whether 
they be the Roman Catholic of Poland 
or the Jew of Russia, look for happier 
which to live their 


circumstances in 


It is to the English-speaking 


lives ? 
countries, and without any exception 
at present, save this country, without 
any exception at all after this Bill is 
passed, they put some restriction on 


immigration, and they largely base 


that restriction on the very  con- 


sideration which is described as so 


the 
The 


United States, doubtless, is not a perfect | 


mean and so contemptible by 


right hon. Gentleman opposite. 


Lon] 


community. It has its faults like any 


other community. But will anybody 
assert that it is an ungrateful recipient | 
of the oppressed of other nations ? Will | 


anybody assert that it is indifferent | 
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to freedom, that it looks with an unmoved 
eye upon the sufferings of the oppressed 
I do 
not think that anybody who knows 
the United States, I do think 


anybody who knows any community 


and the unhappy in any nation ? 
not 


sprung from British stock and enjoying 
institutions derived from British sources, 
will allege that that is the fact. But 
all these nations, the homes of the op- 
pressed by the admission of the entire 
civilised world, put, so far as 1 know, 
restriction on immigration ; and in every 
case the restriction is far severer than 
that which is imposed by this Bill. In 
the e circumstances, in the interests 
not merely of those for whom my hon. 
friends on this side of the House have 
spoken, and spoken in not too excessive 
terms, but in the interests of those who 
desire to find a home in this country, 
and in the interests, above all, of that 
spirit of equal consideration for all citizens 
of this land which we at present possess, 
and which is the heritage of so few other 
nations—in all these interests | would 
beg the House to pass this Bill. There 
are in this House many able represen- 
tatives of the people who, either them- 
selves, or their fathers, or their ancestors, 
came over and have received hospitality 
among us, and whom we regard, J need 
hardly sav, as our equals in every respect, 
as supporters in common with us of the 
institutions of the country which they 
serve and which we serve. Ifever we lose 
that precious heritage of an equal charity 
to all citizens of this country, we shall lose 
one of the most precious things that we 


now possess ; and it is because I believe 


that a Bill like this, moderate, reasonable, 


and practical, will conduce to that great 
end that I shall certainly vote for its 
Third Reading. 





1287 Aliens 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) said there was some lan- 
guage which fell from the hon. Member 
for Sheffield a short time ago which, he 
thought, ought not to be allowed to go 
unchallenged. He told them that the 
great opposition to the Bill, as judged 
by the Amendments on the Paper, 
came from that side of the House. If 
he would take the trouble to look at the 
Order Paper for the first day on which 
they went into Committee on the Bill— 
and that, he took it, was the true test 
as to the source from which the op- 
position came with reference to any 
Bill—he would find there were 149 
Amendments, ninety-five of which stood 
in the name either of the Government 
or their supporters, and only fifty-four 
in the name of the Opposition, showing 
that there was twice as much opposition 
to the Bill from the Government side of the 


House as from his. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT : How many 


were moved ? 


Mr. FENWICK said his object in in- | 


tervening in the debate was simply to 
state the grounds, in a few words, on 
which he should vote against the Bill, 
He agreed with the hon. Member for 
the Isle of Wight and also with the 
Leader of the Opposition that there was 
no sincerity whatever about the Bill. 
The hon. Member for Sheffield maintained 
that there was a popular demand outside 
the House for it, and he agreed with 
him that, if that did exist, the Bill was 
overdue. Ten years ago the Prime Minis- 
ter and every Unionist candidate put 


the question in the forefront of his 


{COMMONS} 
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| 
i 
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political programme, but till now there 
had been no attempt to deal with it. 
If they were sincere in dealing with the 
question and if it were not merely an 
electioneering dodge [Cries of “Oh, oh : | 
Perhaps he ought not to say “ Dodge ’ 
[ Op- 
| and take 
one of the Prime Minister’s, which was 
better. 


a Parliamentary manceuvre for election- 


and he would withdraw the term 
POSITION cries of ‘No, no!” 


If it were anything more than 


eering purposes, then, he thought, they 
should have had the 
They could not plead that they 
had been too busy with other things, 
He 
maintained that it was no more urgent 
In all 


those years they had been subsidising 


measure before 


now. 
they had had abundance of time. 
to-day than it was in 1895. 
special classes and interests; and here 
was a question which was of urgent 
public importance and in which every mem- 
ber of the industrial classes of the country 
was interested—he referred to the Work. 
men’s Compensation Bill—to be crowded 
out this session in order that they might 
pass a measure of this kind which inter- 
ested a few localities from which the 
chiefly 


Under these circumstances 


Government drew their own 
supporters. 
he thought they were justly entitled 
to enter their protest against a measure 
which was certainly not demanded by 
which 


occupying valuab'e time which, in his 


devoted 


the working clas;es, and was 


judgment, might have been 
to the promotion of legislation anxiously 
and urgently demanded on behalf of 
the whole of the working classes through- 


out the United Kingdom. 


Question put. 
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The House 
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\tkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John 
Buxton, SydneyCharles( Poplar 
Carlile. William Walter | 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
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Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
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Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 


| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(WarwickS,W) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 


| Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rHm lets 
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Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesiey 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick N. 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock; 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 


| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


| Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

William Edward 


Sharpe, ce 


| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, Rt HnJParker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand} 
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Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
Stewart, Sic Mark J.M’ Taggart 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord i. (Chichester) 


Talbot,. Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf‘dUniv | 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


‘Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
‘Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barry, E. (Cork, .) 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

3rown, George M. (Ecinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 


Buxton.N.E.(York, NRWhitby | 


Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Yhurchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogar, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunear, J. Hastings 
Ellice,CaptEC(S. Andrw’sBghs) 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, SirFrarcisH.( Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel 'T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark N.E 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michaei Joseph 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Vincent, Col.SirC. E. 4 (Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


NOES. 


Flynn, James Christopher 
| Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohs 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
| Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
| Hammond, John 
| Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
| Harwood, George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Higham, John Sharp 
| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Joicey, Sir James 
| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
| Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan, W ) 
Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwa!l) 
Lavland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M*Fadden, Edward 
M‘Kean, John 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
OBrien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (iXildare, N.) 
O* Donnell, "PL (ive Fry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 


O’ Keily, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Malley, Willian 


Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. Joho Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Aston und. Lyne) 
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| Wilson, A.Staaley( York, E.R.) 

| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 

| Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hocd 
and Viscount Valentia. 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power Patrick Joseph 

tea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Richards, Thomas 

tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, Williarn Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, HerbertL.(Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechape!) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Fortarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R (Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Weir. James Galloway 
White, George (Norfotk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas. Henry(Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, SirJT.( Hudderst’d 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS— 
Major Seely and Mr. 


Trevelyan. 
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Main Question put. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Re »ynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
—_ y-Fletcher, Rt.Hon. SirH | 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 


Bilcarres Lord 

Balfour, ~ Hon. A.J.(Manch’r) | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW.( Leeds) | 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) | 
Banbury, 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
A gon C. B. 
ntinck, Lord Henry C. 


Beaumont, 

Be 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
B 

B 


» 
) 
> 
” 


cnold, Sir Arthur 
siuywood, James 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
sond, Edward 
Br USseV, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
i itherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Ball, William James 
Butcher, John George 


suxton,SydneyCharles( Poplar) 


Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


il, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. | 


Chapman, Edward 

Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos.H.A.E. 
Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Coates, 


Collings, 
Colston, Chas. Edw. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland Sir Fred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamHart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 


Sir Frederick George | 


H. | 


H. Athole | 


{19 JuLy 1905} 
| The 
Noes, 103. 


AYES. 


| geri: George Denison (York) 
| Fardell, Sir T. George 

| Fellowes, —— AilwynEdward 
| Ferguson, R. Munro (Leith) 


Fielde “* “e kat Brocklehurst 
| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
| Finlay, ie SirRB. (Inv’rn’ss 


Fisher, William Hayes 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward: Algernon 
Flanner y. Sir Fortescue 

| Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 


Foster, PhilipS. (Warwick,SW.) 
Galloway, Villiam Johnson 
Gardner, inant 

| Gordon, MajEvans-(T’ rH’ mlets 
Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Ernest (\West Ham) 
Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marg.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, NirJames(Statfords, NV 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Houston, 
| Howard, John( Kent 
Hozier, Hon.James HenryCecil 
| Hunt, Rowland 

| Jameson, Major J. 


Ch re, 
Gray, 
(rreene, 


Crroves, 


Paterson 
Faversham 


Robert 


Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
| Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
| Kennaway, Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh) 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Norman 
Lieut.-General 


| Lamont, 

| ‘ 

Laurie, 

| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
| Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
| ArthurH.(HantsFareham 
| Col. Hon. Heneage 

| Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 
| Long, Rt.Hn.Walter( Bristol,S.) 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


| Lee, 


Legge, 


| Lowe, Francis William 

| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


House divided: 





| Randles 
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— Ayes, 193; 
(Division List No. 302.) 


M Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian ’ 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirHE.(Wig’tn 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray 
Murray, Charles B. Coventry 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nicholson, William, Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins. Frederick 
Plummer Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

; John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

eid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel! (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col.Edw.J. 
. Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 


Smith. Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, RtHnJ.Parker(Lanarks 
Smith. Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Spear, John Ward 

Stanley. Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot. Rt,HnJ.G(Oxf'dUniv.) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 





Thornton, Percy M. 


M’Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Tollemache, Henry James 
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Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, SirJohn Batty 

Vincent, Col.Sir CEH(Sheftield) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn. SirWilliamH. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.Col.A.C.E.(Taunton 


Adjournment 





Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


NOES. 


| Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
¢ Higham, John Sharp 
Hope, John Deans (Fife,West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones,William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan,W.) 
Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Levy, Maurice 
Lough, Thomas 
| Lundon, W. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Fadden, Edward 


Ainsworth, John§ Stirling 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barry, E. (Cork. §,) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
3roadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, NE.(York,NR,Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagk, 8.) 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cullinan, J. | M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Delany, William | Moulton, John Fletcher 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway | Murnaghan, George 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | Murphy, John 

Dobbie, Joseph | Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Doogan, P. C. | Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway.N) 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Nolan, Joseph (Louth South) 
Duncan, J. Hastings O'Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid) 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) O’Brien. Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas Jobn (Kildare N.) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney O'Dowd, John 

Fenwick, Charles O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Field, William O'Malley, William 

Findlay, Alexander(LanarkNE | O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond | Parrott, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph Power, Patrick Joseph 
Hammond, John tea, Russell 


| 
| O'Connor 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Reddy, M. 

tichards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire} 
Slack, Jobn Bamford 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.CR.( Northants 
Stanbope,Hor. Pbilip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold Jobn 
Thomas, Sir A. (Clamorgan,E.) 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Nortolk) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


THE NoEs— 
and == Mr. 


TELLERS FOR 
Major Seely 
Trevelyan 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


TRADE UNIONS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 





PUBLIC MEETINGS (FACILITIES) BILL | 
[LORDS]. | 
| 


Read a second time, and — 


for Monday next. 


TELEGRAPH (CONSTRUCTION) BILL- 
_ Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


Adjourned at twenty-four minutes 


after Twelve o'clock. 








An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 


mpi 











An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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'M‘Callum Celtic Lectureship in the 
University of Glasgow. Was presented 
by the Marquess of Linlithgow; read 
1*; to be printed; and (pursuant to 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
Report made from the Lord Chancellor | land) Act, 1899, Section 7), deemed to 
that the right of Robert Henry Viscount | have been read 2*; and reported from 
Hawarden, in the Peerage of Ireland, the Committee. (No. 150.) 
to vote at the election of Representative | 
Peers for Ireland has been established to | ‘Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
the satisfaction of the Lord Chancellor; | Bill [4.L.]. Amendments reported (ac- 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. cording to order), and Bill to be read 
| 3° To-morrow. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 20th July, 1905. 


VISCOUNT HAWARDEN. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 16) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
Southend and Colchester Light Rail- | ee Orders i 17) Bill. Read 3° 
ways Bill [x#.u.]. Commons Amend- | (according to order), and passed. 
nents considered, and agreed to. eee 

Rhondda Urban District Council Bill. | 
Reported from the Select Committee, | 
with Amendments. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AFRICA, No. 5 (1905). 
| Award of His Majesty the King of 
Italy respecting the Western Boundary 
of the Barotse Kingdom (with a map). 


Malvern Water Bill. The Lord Chan- | 
cellor informed the House that the 
opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. 
The order made on the 11th instant 
discharged, and Bill committed. JAPAN, No. 1 (1905). 


Bootle Corporation Bill; London Gas a of the Arbitration Tribunal 
Bill. Read 3*, with the Amendments ; | appointed to pronounce on certain ques- 


further Amendments made ; Bills passed, | fons as to the interpretation of treaties 
and returned to the Commons | with Japan with regard to leases held in 


| perpetuity. 


Wigan Corporation Bill; North-East | 
Brought from | 


London Railway Bill. 
the Commons; read 1; 
to the Examiners. 


and referred 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders | 
Whitechapel and Bow 


(No. 6) Biull; 
Railway Bill. Returned from the Com- 
mons with the Amendments agreed to. 


London County Council (Money) Bill. 


Reported, without Amendment. 


Local Government Provisional Order | 
Brought | 
from the Commons and read 1"; to be | 
printed, and referred to the Examiners. 


(Poor Law) (No. 2) Bill. 


(No. 149.) 


UNIVERSITY COLLEGES. 

| Treasury Minute, dated 18th July, 
/1905, upon the recommendations of 
‘the University Colleges Committee. 


| NAVAL WORKS. 

| Memorandum showing the works upon 
|which expenditure is proposed to be 
| provided for under the Naval Works 
| Bill of the p esent session. 

| 
| TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3442. Turkey (Erzeroun). 
No. 3443. Morocco (Dar-al-Baida). 


| STATISTICS. 
Statistical Abstract for the 


| 


United 


Glasgow University Order Confirma- Kingdom in each of the ast fifteen 


tion Bill [H.L.]. 
Provisional Order relating to 


VOL. CXLIX. [Fourts SErizs.] 


| 


A Bill to confirm a years from 1890 to 1904. Fifty-second 
the | number. 


3B 
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RAILWAY RETURNS. 


Returns of the Capital Traffic Receipts | 
and Working Expenditure of the Railway | 
Companies of the United Kingdom, for | 
the year 1904; with a general report | 
thereon, and summary tables for a 
series of years. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND). 


Rules and Programme of Examinations 
for 1906. 


BANKRUPTCY. 
Twenty-second General Annual Report , 
by the Board of Trade under Section 151 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNION OF BENEFICES (METRQPOLIS ) 
ACT, 1860. 

Scheme of the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners for effecting an union of the 
benefice of Saint Michael, Cornhill, in 
the City of London, and the benefice 
of Saint Peter-le-Poor with the vicarage 
of Saint Benet Fink annexed, and for 
effecting certain other measures incidental 
to or arising out of such union. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
to be printed. (No. 146.) 





ALIENS BILL. 
Brought from the Commons and 


read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 
2" on Thursday next. (No. 147.) 





MEDICAL ACT (1886) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Brought from the Commons and | 
read 1*, and to be printed. (No. 148.) | 


DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 





SHIPOWNERS’ NEGLIGENCE 
(REMEDIES) BILL. 


Amendment reported (according to | 
order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. | 





to Crops Bill. 1300 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO CROPS 
BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, this 
is a Bill dealing with damage done to 
crops by railway fires, and the Biil 
really represents a compromise between 
the representatives of railway interests 
and agricultural interests in the other 
House. As your Lordships are probably 
aware, possibly in some instances to 
your own cost, no compensation can 
be obtained under these circumstances 
at present unless negligence can be 
proved on the part of the railway com- 
pany, and this has constituted an ad- 
mitted grievance for some time to the 
agricultural community. 


As a matter of fact, it is so difficult 
to prove negligence with regard to these 
fires that people very seldom make any 
attempt in this direction at all, because, 
as I need hardly point out, it is extremely 
difficult in the case of a field or crop 
which has been burnt by a railway fire 
to show what particular engine caused 
the damage. It is almost impossible 
to identify the engine, and this sort of 
thing might happen—that a farmer who ° 
had had great trouble, but had succeeded 
in identifying an engine and in tracking 
that engine to its home, would in addi- 
tion have to prove that the engine was 
improperly constructed, and for this 
purpose he would in all probability have 
to employ an expert, costing him a large 
sum per hour. The railway company 
probably, on the other hand, would 
also empioy an expert, or more than one 
expert, at an even more expensive rate, 
and if the plaintiff were eventually 
fortunate enough to convince a jury 
of the justice of his case he would obtain 
a victory of an expensive kind, and 
probably would eventually feel that it 
would have been much wiser not to 
have taken any proceedings at all. 


Under the Bill it is unnecessary for the 
aggrieved person to prove anything 
except that the fire was caused by a 


' railway engine, and he is entitled under 


the Bill to recover up to an amount of 
£100. When this Bill was being discussed 
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in the other House it was apparently 
viewed with unnecessary alarm by the 
representatives of the railway companies, 
who complained that it constituted an 
addition to the burdens which an un- 
sympathetic Parliament was constantly 
placing on railway companies. I admit 
there is some force in this contention, 
because my experience in Committee- 
rooms upstairs has made it perfectly 
plain to me that railway companies do 
occasionally meet with somewhat harsh 


ligations put upon them by Parliament. 
They have to contribute enormous sums 
to the rates, whereas they very often do 
not get any clear advantage out of that 
expenditure; but when the railway 
companies contend that on account 
of the benefits which they confer on an 
agricultural neighbourhood they should 
be exempt from responsibility for any 
damage which they may cause, I venture 
to think that is an unreasonable attitude 
for them to adopt, and I do not think 
it 1s one which will be admitted by this 
House. 


The grievance which this Bill en- 
deavours to remedy is an admitted 
grievance, and that it is a grievance is 
clearly shown by the fact that land which 
is within 100 yards of a railway has to 
be insured at a higher rate than land 
outside that limit. I think the railway 
companies have really made a very good 
bargain over this Bill. In the first 
place, it does not come into operation 
until January, 1908. Therefore, until 
that date railway companies can go on 
burning crops, trees, stocks, buildings, 
everything, in fact, that is combustible. 
After the date I have mentioned, they will 
still be able to go on burning practically 
everything , except trees and crops, and if 
they burn them they will in no case have 
to pay more than £100. Under Section 2 
of the Bill the railway companies can take 
all reasonable precautions to prevent 
a fire breaking out at all, but they are 


unable to take these steps without the | 


permission of the owner. They cannot, 


for instance, cut down or injure trees or | 


shrubs, and they are practically limited 
to removing nothing except heather, 
grass, fern, and things of that description ; 
and in addition they have to pay com- 


pensation in respect of losses of amenity | 
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in consequence of any operations of this 
nature which may be carried out. 


If this Bill meets with any opposition, 
which I do not think probable, it may 
take the form that it does not go far 
enough; but, as I have already pointed 
out, it is a compromise which has been 
arrived at with some difficulty between 
the two conflicting interests in the other 
House. At all events it removes a 
grievance, not a very heavy grievance, 


_but one which has existed for a con- 
treatment. They have all sorts of ob- 


siderable time, and affects some improve- 
ment in the situation from the agricultural 
standpoint. I therefore hope no opposi- 
tion will be offered to the Second Reading. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now 
read 2*.”—(Lord Newton.) 


*THe Eart or LICHFIELD: My 
Lords, I should like to say one or two 
words in support of this Bill. The noble 
Lord who has just moved the Second 
Reading dealt with the main provisions of 
the Bill, which, as he said, are in the nature 
of a compromise between the railway 
companies and the agricultural interest ; 
but what I should like to emphasise is 
the great importance of this subject to 
the agricultural community generally. 
I do not know any subject that has been 
more frequently alluded to at the various 
meetings of chambers of agriculture 
throughout the country, and I am asked 
on behalf of the Central Chamber of 
Agriculture to state that it is their 
earnest hope that this Bill may be passed 
into law. It is true that we do not 
obtain under this Bill all that could be 
desired, but it has come from the House 
of Commons as a compromise between 
the interests concerned, and, therefore, 
on the principle that half a loaf is better 
than no bread, I hope your Lordships 
will in the agricultural interests give 
this Bill a Second Reading, and not alter 
it materially in Committee. 


Lorp WOLVERTON: My Lords, 
this Bill is, as has been stated, a com- 
promise, and it has received the approval 
of my right hon, friend the President of 
the Board of Trade. It is an honourable 
compromise which has taken place in 
the other House between the agricul- 
turists on the one side and the railway 
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companies on the other, and I think I 
am entitled to say, on behalf of my 
right hon. friend, that during those 
negotiations the railway companies have 
behaved in a most friendly spirit. 
Bill is undoubtedly a distinct advantage 
to the small agriculturists, and in these 
circumstances I am very happy to 
accept it on behalf of His Majesty’s 
Government, and to offer to my noble 
friend, not only the support of the 
Government on this occasion, but their 
support in the future stages of the Bill, 
so long as it is not seriously altered in 
Committee. 


Physical 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: 
as has been pointed out by previous 
speakers, this Bill is essentially a com- 


promise, and does not go as far as agri- | 


culturists would desire. But, on the 
other hand, as your Lordships know, 
this injury which is done to crops, and, 
above all, to plantations which are 
necessary for the afforestation of this 
country—this grievance has been so long 
before the country that as agriculturists 
we welcome even such a small measure 
as this. 
in the first clause, which, as I under- 


stand, removes from the railway com- | 
panies any statutory exemptions which 


they might have had hitherto, and 
brings the whole question of the damage 
under the common law. 


to adopt some preventive measures in 
their engines, either in the smoke-stacks 
or in the fuel, so as to prevent there 
being any sparks at all. I am told 
that in Germany, where this nuisance 
has been very prevalent in the past, it 
has practically been entirely done away 


with by improvements in the railway | 


engines. The same, I believe, has taken 


place in Sweden, and also very success- | 


fully in Canada, where tracts of forest 
used to be burnt in old days in this way. 
But though the Bill does not go as far as 
agriculturists no doubt would desire, it 
seems to me an effectual compromise. 
It will benefit small cultivators of land, 
aad therefore for my part I shall certainly 
strongly support the Second Reading of 
the Bill. 
Lord Wolverton. 


{LORDS} 


This | 


My Lords, | 


The whole gist of the Bill is | 


It would have | 
been very desirable, if it had been pos- | 
sible, to induce the railway companies | 
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Lorp NEWTON: I may inform the 
noble Lord that as the Bill does not come 
into operation until 1908, there is ample 
time for the railway companies to make 
the improvements he suggests. 


On Question,§ Bill read 2*, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL. 
[H.L.] 


[Seconp READING. } 
| Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHpourNe): My Lords, 
the object of the Bill which I now ask 
your Lordships to read a second time is 
to amend the law relating to County 
‘Courts in Ireland. It deals with many 
improvements which from time to time 
have been suggested in the administration 
| of those Courts, and on former occasions 
Bills have been passed by your Lord- 
ships embodying nearly all the clauses 
in this Bill. I trust, therefore, that 
there will be no opposition to its Second 
Reading. 


Moved, ‘‘That the Bill be now read 
2*,”’—(Lord Ashbourne.) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 


PHYSICAL DETERIORATION. 

*Tue LORD BISHOP or RIPON: 
My Lords, I rise to call attention to the 
Report of the Inter-Departmental Com- 
mittee on Physical Deterioration, and to 
‘suggest further inquiry on the subject 
of infant mortality. The Report deals 
with a matter of very great import- 
ance. Perhaps I may be allowed 
at the outset, in calling your Lord- 
‘ships’ attention to the Report, to say 
that on examination of it I feel sure 
that there are very few people who 
will not say that it betokens that the 
members of the Committee have shown 
ithe greatest care and every desire to 
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be impartial in the conclusions at which 
they have arrived. But I think it is 
perhaps desirable to remind your Lord- 
ships that the Report does not in any 
sense pretend to be exhaustive; it 
does not cover the whole ground, and 
there are many points on which further 
investigation is needed. The Report 
itself frankly acknowledges that there 
is much ground which has not been 
covered, and, therefore, when we are 
considering this Report and also what 
turther steps are»to be taken there 
is ample reason for suggesting that 
inquiry and investigation should not 
cease with the publication of this Report. 


There are certain points, too, on 
which I think the Report touches too 
lightly. In the first place there is 
what is said about the serious statement 
made in some quarters that the popula- 
tion of this country tends to decline, 
and to decline more rapidly among 
the intelligent classes than among the 
poorer and more illiterate classes. The 
Report calls attention to a solemn 
statement made by a professor on that 
subject, who warns us that in the 
development of civilisation it a 
very ominous matter when the illiter- 
ate and ignorant classes tend to 
increase and the cultured, or at any 
rate intelligent, classes do not keep 
pace in the same degree. That state- 
ment is passed by as being an 
almost unsupported statement. I was 
surprised to notice that because that 
statement, or one very parallel to it, was 
made many years ago by Professor 
Marshall, who called attention to the 
fact that in France for along time, in 
America in recent times, and lately in 
our own country, there was a tendency 


1s 


amongst the abler and intelligent body | 


of the working classes not to have large 
families, and this, he said, constituted a 


danger. It seemed to me, therefore, that 
the subject was worthy of further 
consideration. 


It has been stated by one who may 
be looked upon as a careful student of 
statistics that if all our large towns 
were divided into wards or districts it 
would be found that the  birth-rate 
was higher in the poorer districts than 
it is in the more well-to-do districts, 
Taking one district, including Bethnaj 


{20 Juty 1905} 


“1306 
Green, Poplar, and Stepney, and adding 
the immense and poverty-stricken dis- 
trict of Bermondsey to it, and another 
district as including Kensington, Maryle- 
bone, Paddington, and Westminster, it 
is found that in one decade—1880 1890— 
the diminution of the birth-rate in the 
first, the poorer district, was only °5, 
whereas in the second, or wealthier 
district, it was 1:9; im other words, not 
only was it true that the birth-rate was 
lower in the wealthier district, but 
the decline was much more rapid amongst 
the affluent *classes. I say, therefore, 
'there is sufficient evidence to warrant 
our asking that further inquiry should 
be made into the matter. 


Deterioration. 





But I pass from that. The other 
point the Committee seem to me to pass 
over with somewhat undue lightness is 
the question of the relative decline of 
the population. When two years ago 
this subject was brought before us I 
know there were many who hesitated to 
accept the statement that there was any 
real retardation in our population. I 
think if anyone had a doubt then he 
can have no doubt now on that point. 
You have only to take up the 66th 
Report of the Registrar-General to 
|find that every statement that ws 
| made in that debate has been abundantly 
| borne out by statistics. This seems to 
me not merely a matter of national 
importance, but also of great Imperial 
importance, because this reterdation of 
the birth-rate, this slow checking, as it 
were, of the strength and populous 
| vigour of the race, is not confined to this 
\Island. It affects all our Colonies. The 
| diminution of the birth-rate is as strongly 
|marked in Australia as it is anywhere, 
jand it is equally strongly marked in 
certain portions of Canada. 





For one moment may I ask your Lord- 
ships to consider some of the statistics 
| put before us on the authority of the 
| Registrar-General 2? We all know that 
the birth-rate has dropped in the last 
‘thirty years from thirty-five in 1,000 
|to twenty-eight; but the Registrar- 
|General points out that in estimating 
the diminished birth-power of the country 
it is not enough that you should com- 
| pare the birth-rate with the rate of 
| population, but with those who are 
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possible mothers ; and, taking the num- 
ber of women from fifteen to forty-five 
years of age, and comparing the birth- 
rate on this basis, you get the real 
figures of the decline of the birth force of 
the country. Having investigated that, 
what was the conclusion of the Registrar- 
General? He says that if the birth- 
rate had continued as it was some thirty 
years ago there would have been an addi- 
tion in thirty years of 2 per cent. in the 
population; or, in other words, the 
population which to-day has shown an 
increase of 948,000 ought td have shown 
an output of 1,250,000. On his state- 


Physical 


{LORDS} 








ment, therefore, you have a dead loss 
of 300,000. 


I am quite ready to admit the state- | 
ment in the Inter-departmental Report 
that this is a feature which is common 
to all European countries; but the 
point of importance for us is not to ask 
whether other nations are showing a 
jJecline in the power of birth-rate, but 
whether, relatively to them, we are 
holding our own. The diminution of 
birth force is represented in Norway 
by 4 per cent. ; it is represented in Ger- 
many by 10 per cent. ; itis represented in 
France by 14 per cent. ; it is represented 
in the United Kingdom by 15 per cent. ; 
itis represented in England and Wales by 
17 per cent.; and it is represented in 
Australia by 30 per cent. We look 
forward sometimes to the future, and, 
when experts tell us that we are rapidly 
approaching what may be called an 
almost stationary population, I ask 
myself to what end is it that providence 
has put into our hands these vast terri- 
tories to rule. It is easy for us to speak 
of the number of acres which belong to 
the realm of the United Kingdom; it 
is easy to speak of an Empire upon 
which the sun never sets; but surely 
this is a question which ought to agitate 
and interest our minds: Will the Eng- 
lish-speaking people in fifty or sixty 
years time be able to populate, be able 
to direct, be able to govern, be able 
even to hold these great inheritances ? 


I only refer to that to point out more 
emphatically what seems to me to be a 
crucial point arising out of this Report. 
If it is true that we belong to a race 





which is slowly slackening in its speed 
and diminishing its output of power 
The Lord Bishop of Ripon. 
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from year to year, then surely it behoves. 
us to take care that the precious little 
lives entrusted to us shall have the best 
opportunity of surviving and becoming 
healthy and robust. The’ most import- 
ant feature in the Report is that which 
deals with infant mortality. While 
there have been enormous improvements 
in sanitation, while medical and surgical 
skill have made great advances, while 
the adult population have received the 
great benefit of those advances, it re- 
mains practically tme that those who 
have received no benefit at all are the 
little children who are entrusted to our 
care. The mortality of infants, which 
was 154 per 1,000 forty years ago, re- 
mains at the same figure to-day. 


Deterioration. 


When one takes up that very interesting 
Report concerning the change which has 
taken place in the mortality of children 


| arising from certain diseases, one or two 


features strike one as having a very 
strange significance as bearing on this 
matter. Smallpox has been nearly 
stamped out, except in some quarters 
where they have peculiar views of 
their own; scarlet-fever has also 
been greatly diminished. The same is true 
of bronchial affections and meningitis ; 
and, when I ask what is the gain to 
infant life owing to the great improve- 
ment in medical skill, I find that among 
boys in the town districts there ought to 
be twenty-eight more lives per 1,000 
and among girls twenty-three more per 
1,000. That, however, is far from 
being the case. We who know how 
public-spirited, how absolutely  inde- 
fatigable the doctors of this country have 
been in this matter, cannot say otherwise 
than that they ought to be honoured for 
what they have done. Yet, in spite of the 
labours of that honourable profession, 
not only has the gain been entirely wiped 
out, but the death-rate has been increased. 
Instead of being twenty-five per 1,000 
better, we are twenty-nine per 1,000 
worse. 


Can we draw any inference concerning 
the conditions of this infant mortality ? 
The people of this country are flocking 
into the towns. We have 77 per cent. of 
the population resident in towns. An 
examination of the statistics shows that 
Blackburn, Leicester, and Preston have 
a mortality of 218 per 1,000; while 
Dorset, Wiltshire, and Hereford have a 
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mortality of only ninety-seven per 
1,000. Here we have put graphically 
before us the more healthy condition of 
the counties as compared with the towns. 
The mortality in twelve months in those 
favoured counties amounted to ninety- 
seven per 1,000, whereas the mortality 
in the three towns to which I have 
referred amounted to ninety-one per 
1,000 in three months ; that is to say, 
the death-rate in three months in the 
towns was almost equal to the death-rate 
in one year in the country. These are 
matters which make us pause. 


In towns where women are employed 
in mills and workshops I find that the 
mortality among children shows a sensible 
increase. A certain medical officer 
interested in this matter grouped together 
three classes of towns. In the first class 
he put towns where women are largely 
employed in mills and workshops ; in the 
second class he put towns where women 
are more or less employed ; and in the 
third class he put towns where women 
are seldom employed. The result was 
that in each of these classes the death- 
rate amongst children dropped consider- 
ably. Another statistician took the 
same class of groups and found that in 
towns where over 15 per cent. of the 
women were workers there were 155 
deaths, and in towns where under 10 
per cent. were workers there were only 
134 deaths. 


In every case where you find women 
working in mills there is an appreciable 
increase in the mortality of children. 
This statement has been challenged, but 
not, I think, in any substantial way. 
One medical man who challenged it only 
did so in the sense that he held that em- 
ployment of this kind was not the sole 
canse which gave rise to infant mortality. 
We are not so foolish as to say it is the 
sole cause; of course there are other 
causes, Insanitary areas and overcrowding 
may cause it; but nevertheless it is our 
duty to consider all the causes, and 
everyone who investigates the case must 
admit that the employment of women 
in mills is one of them, Women who 
work in mills cannot nurse their children, 
and the substitution of artificialfor natural 
feeding is accompanied by an increase of 
-nbfant mortality—a fact which is 
established by statistics relating to various 
countries. In Norway and Sweden, 
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where the mothers nurse their children, 
the death rate is from ten to thirteen per 
1,000. In Middle Europe, where the 
mothers nurse their children, the death 
rate is thirteen per 1,000; but where 
they artificially feed them itis forty-two 
per 1,0U0, and in lower Bavar'a, 
where few mothers feed their ownchildren, 
the rate of mortality is as high as fifty 
per 1,000. 


One of the doctors in our children’s 
hospitals tells us that 90 per cent. of the 
deaths of children occur among artificially- 
fed children; and, therefore, when we are 
dealing with this question of infant 
mortality we have a right to ask that the 
conditions of women’s labour should be 
considered, The recommendation in the 
Inter-departmental Report which urges 
that no woman should be allowed to go 
back to a mill to work after childbirth 
without a medical certificate that she is 
fit to do so, issurely a very wise provision. 
There should also be some indication or 
certificate that the child is being properly 
cared for. Allied with that is the other 
question which is of such greatimportance, 
the feeding of the children themselves. 
The Report reminds us that a great deal 
can be done by utilising existing 
machinery. That seems to me to beone 
of the things that ought to be impressed 
more and more upon the public mind. 


Deterioration. 


There exist laws which many of us are 
perfectly unaware of, and which the public 
do not know. Let me give you one ilustra- 
tion. Take the milk supply. Ifthe medical 
officers of health take care that the milk 
supply coming into a town is adequate 
and suitable a great deal of good may be 
affected. Much, for instance, has been 
done in London during the last three or 
four years to increase the supply of genuine 
milk. Whereas three orfour years ago the 
number of cases in which genuine milkcame 
into London was 209, last year the num- 
ber was found to be 417; that is to say, 
through the efforts of the inspectors the 
supply of genuine miJk had been doubled. 
Again, whereas there were eighty-three 
detected cases of adulterated milk three 
or four years ago, that number has 
dropped to thirty-five, which shows what 
can be done by vigilance and care. If I 
turn to the statistics of Brighton I find 
that precisely the same thing occurs 
there. There is also this very remarkable 
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feature, that it is necessary to discriminate 
between the quality of the milk supplied 
in wholesale places and the quality of 
the milk supplied in retail establishments, 
Over and over again the change from 
genuine and useful milk to inferior milk 
takes place at the retail establishment. 
Whereas there were only 7°6 cases of 
adulteration in wholesale places in 
Brighton, there was as high a figure of 
adulteration as. thirty-eight in the case 
of the retail; and it is mentioned in 
that Report that a certain substance, the 
nature of which I confess I do not know 
anything of, was present in seventy- 
seven cases where milk was bought 
from retail establishments, but in not 
one single case of milk purchased from 
wholesale establishments. If this sub- 
stance is put in to give a fictitious 
appearance of freshness or creami- 
ness to the milk it is in itself ob- 
jectionable. I think the people of 
this country are entitled to have as 
pure a milk supply as can be got, ana 
there is resident in the municipal authori- 
ties a great power for dealing with the 
milk supply. 


The question of infant mortality is a 
serious one in view of the fact that our 
population is not growing as it once grew. 
When I remember that in 1859 the world 
deplored the carnage of 63,000 in the 
war between France and Austria, and 
that in 1866 the loss of life amounted to 
51,000 in the war between Prussia and 
Austv:ia; when I remember that the 


annual wastage of children’s lives in this | 


country is equal to more than the 
aggregate of these two terrific conflicts 
and amounts to 140,000 a year; when I 
remember these things I ask: Is it not 
time that we did something to preserve 
to the country these young lives which 
might grow up to be healthy, vigorous, 
and serviceable to this great Empir: ? 
Whatever we can do to establish the 
younger generation in number and in 
vigour ought most certainly to be done. 


We should have ideal conceptions 
concerning the health of the population 
of this country. We ought not to be 
content to let things be and to allow 
rickets, pneumonia, and diarrhea to 
destroy not merely numbers, but to 
enfeeble the health of those who survive ; 


The Lord bisnop of Ripon. 


{LORDS} 
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because an incalculable number of those 
who are weakened by being exposed to 
these ailments, though they survive, count 
as a dead loss among the physical assets of 
this country, Every child born shouldhave 
a fair chance of life and fulness of health. 
Our ideal dream for the country should 
be that of the ancients, who desired that 
their oxen should be strong to labour, 
and that there should be no decay, no 
leading into captivity, and no complain- 
ing in our streets: and seeing that I 
believe, as Iam sure your Lordships do, 
that all prosperity of this kind depends 
on lives in ha mony with the Divine 
order, whether physical, moral, or 
spiritual, I may add those other words 
of the ancient prophet— 

** Not only happy are the people that are in 
such a case, but blessed are the people that 
have the Lord for their God.” 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE, who 
had given notice “ To ask His Majesty’s 
Government whether they intend to take 
any steps to institute an anthropometric 
survey, with a view to the collection of 
definite data bearing upon the physical 
condition of the population, as recom- 
mended in the Report of the Committee 
on Physical Deterioration,” said: My 
Lords, before the right rev. Prelate gave 
notice of his Motion and his Question I 
had already privately communicated 
'to my noble friend the Lord President 
of the Council my wish to call attention 
to the Report of the Inter-departimental 
Committee, and to ask His Majesty’s 
Government whether they had taken, or 
were contemplating taking, any steps 
/in consequence of the Report. I am 
‘extremely glad that the attention of 
| your Lordships’ House and of the public 
/has been called to this Report by the 
‘extremely interesting and eloquent 
| speech of the right rev. Prelate, but I do 
not propose to follow any part of his 
| observations; in the first place, because 
| those questions to which he has devoted 
'the whole of his observations—namely, 
the retardation of the birth-rate and 
infantile mortality—have not specially 
occupied my attention up to the present 
time ; but mainly because my intention 
was principally to call attention to the 





| subjects which were specially entrusted to 


the Committee, and neither retardation 


| of population nor infantile mortality 











1313 Physical 


was amongst those which were included in 
the reference to the Committee. 


It may be desirable that I should recall 
for a moment the recollection of your 
Lordships to the origin of the appoint- 
ment of this Committee. It arose from 
a discussion which took place in this 
House now more than two years ago, 
when the noble Earl on the Cross Benches 
(the Earl of Meath) drew the at- 
tention of the Government to the 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
Physical Training in Scotland, and to the 


Report of the Inspector-General of Re- | 


cruiting for 1902, and asked the Govern- 
ment whether they would be prepared to 
issue a Royal Commission, or a Com- 
mittee of inquiry, with a view to ascer- 
taining whether the poorer populations in 
our large towns are exposed to conditions 
which, if continued, must inevitably 


contribute to a low national standard of | , : 
' we shall hear from my noble friend thet 


physical health and strength, seeing that 
if such be the case it would constitute a 
urave national peril. As a member of 
the Government at that time and Leader 
of the Government in your Lordships’ 
House it was my duty to reply to the 
noble Earl; and while I did not for a 
moment seek to minimise the importance 
of the figures and facts which he brought 
before us, I had to state, on behalf of the 
Government, that we did not think that 
there would be any advantage in the 
immediate appointment of a Royal Com- 
mission, at all events until the scope of 
the inquiry and the terms of reference 
which should be made for such an inquiry 
had been carefully considered. I did 
undertake, however, at the same time 
that this important subject should not 
be lost sight of by the Government, and 
I added, after consultation with other 
members of the Government. these 
words— 

‘4 What my right hon. friend the Secretary 
of State for War and the Home Secretary pro- 
pose to do is to consult on these subjects, in 
the first instance, the medical profession through 
the Councils of the Colleges of Physicians and 
Surgeons. They propose to consult with them 
as to the best means of obtaining information, 
not so much as to the extent but—what appears 
to us to be much more important—as to the 
causes of this undoubted physical deficiency 
existing in some parts of the population, and 
as to the best means of remedying these defici- 
ciences and of improving the national health 
and strength.” 


{20 Juty 1905} 
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After some further consideration it 
appeared to us that this pledge mght 
best be carried out by the appointment of 
a Departmental Committee, the reference 
to which your Lordships will find on the 
first page of the Report. That reference 
I do not think J need read now. It was 
extended shortly after the first appoint- 
ment of the Committee; it covered 
somewhat more than I had promised, but 
it was not directed to extend its inquiries 
to those interesting subjects which have 
been referred to by the right rev. Prelate. 

I give this short account of the origin 
of this Committee in order to show that 
the Government were fully responsible 
for its appointment, and although they 
are, of course, not responsible for any of 
its recommendations, they are still, I 
think, committed by what I stated on 
behalf of the Government two years ago, 
that they did not intend to lose sight ot 
this important subject ; and I trust that 


Deterioration. 


the Government have given to the recom- 
mendations of the Committee, for the 
appointment of which they were re- 
sponsible, all the attention which they 
deserve. I trust also that they may be 
able in some respects to act upon them. 
This Report has now been for some time 
before the House, and I believe it is 
universally admitted to be a Report of 
very great value. It has not yet, I 
regret to say, received on the part either 
of Parliament or of the public all the 
attention which I think it deserves, but it 
has already excited a very considerable 
amount of attention on the part of a large 
number of those who are interested in the 
various social questions with which it 
deals. 


The Report, I think, may be con- 
sidered satisfactory in so far as the 
Committee are able to say that the 
alarming statements and statistics placed 
before them as to the percentage of 
rejections of recruits offering themselves 
for the Army and Navy, and the other 
evidence placed before them, did not 
support the belief that progressive phy- 
sical deterioration of the population wes 
going on. They were obliged, however, 
to add that they were not insensible to 
much that was grave in the state of 
things disclosed, and that proceeded 
to point out the steps by which the 
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Government, Parliament, and the country 
might be furnished with periodical data 
for forming an accurate estimate of the 
health and physique of the people. It 
is only this part of their recommendations 
upon which I propose to trouble your 
Lordships with a few observations. 


The Committee made a large number 
of suggestions as to the direction in 
which remedial measures might be taken 
either by legislation or to a much greater 
degree by administration, either by 
Departments of the Government or by 
local authorities. But I find through- 
out the Report repeated expressions of 
their conviction that the first requisite 
of all is that more accurate information, 
more accurate knowledge of the facts 
relating to the health and physical con- 
dition of the people than is at present 
available should be obtained. I will 
read to your Lordships two or three of 
the paragraphs which specially refer to 
this point. The first paragraphs I will 
read are paragraphs 40 and 41— 


“It appeared to them that the machinery of 
the ordinary type of Royal Commission was 
both unsuitable and inadequate; it has been 
seen that there are not sufficient facts obtainable 
from the labours of past investigators to be 
made the subject of comparison with any that 
a Royal Commission might elicit, and its modus 
operandi would be both slow and costly. What 
seems to be wanted is some permanent organisa- 
tion, not necessarily on a large or expensive 
scale, which, under expert direction, and in 
collaboration with all the Departments of State 
concerned, shall be charged with the duty of 
collecting and tabulating facts which throw 
light upon the situation, and thus provide 
means by which those interested in the subject 
may at any moment satisfy themselves of the 
progress of the nation one way or another. 


“Every witness who was examined on the 
subject testitied to the great value of such facts 
in determiiing questions relative to the physique 
of the people. Though opinions differed as to 
the amount and method of observation neces- 
sary, it was admitted on all hands that anthro. 
pometric records were the only accredited tests 
available, and that if collected on a sufficient 
seale they would constitute the supreme criterion 
of physical deterioration or the reverse. It 
was also held that the school population and 
the classes coming under the administration of 
the Factory Acts offered ready material for the 
immediate application of any system that 
might be devised.” 


I think the only other paragraph that 
I need read is one in which, after ex- 
amining the details of a scheme which 
had been submitted to them by, I think, 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 
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Professor Cunningham, the Committee 
state— 

“ Without pledging themselves to an approval 
of the plan proposed in all its details the Com- 
mittee are emphatic in recommending the 
creation of an organisation on the lines indi- 
cated; and regard it of the highest importance 
towards the collection of authoritive informa- 
tion on the subject of the present inquiry that 
the survey should be undertaken at the earliest 
possible moment. ” 


Your Lordships will see that the Com- 
mittee did not commit themselves to the 
details of any particular plan, and I need 
hardly say that I am not prepared to do 
so either. The details of any such pian 
can only be worked out by the experts 
of the various Departments concerned, 
but I do not think that anybody who 
will examine the plan which was laid 
before the Committee and their descrip- 
tion of it, can entertain the smallest 
doubt that such a survey is capable of 
being instituted without any extraor- 
dinary amount of difficulty and without 
necessarily involving any large amount 
of expense. 


As I have said, this Report has received 
a good deal of attention from those 


‘interested in the subjects which it dis- 


cusses, A very weighty memorial has, 
I am informed, been presented to my 
noble friend by the Anthropological 
Institute of Great Britain and Ireland, in 
which they express their warmest ap- 
proval of the Report, and state in one or 
two sentences which seem to me so 
exactly apposite the advantages which 
may be expected from the institution of 
such a survey as has been recommended 
by the Committee, that I think I may be 
allowed to read a very short extract from 
their memoria]. They state that—- 

‘* Without a continuous physical record of 
the people we cannot tell with certainty whether 
physical deterioration has taken place, or its 
extent, nor can we determine the conditions 
which influence the physical development of 
the population. Until these conditions are 
determined no remedies can be applied intelli- 
gently. It is estimated that the cost of an 
anthropological survey would not be greater 
than that of the geological survey, and a sur- 
vey of the geology of the country, however 
useful, cannot be of greater value to the State 
than a survey of the physical condition of the 
people themselves.” 


It is important that we should en- 
deavour to get at these facts. It is not 
a question merely of deterioration ; 
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it is a much larger question than that. classes now in question is a matter of very 


It is the question of the physical unfitness 
of a certain considerable portion of the 


population—the unfitness which possibly | 


arises to a large extent from preventable 
causes; the question of the extent to 
which this unfitness prevails, and of the 
possibility of measures which might 
remedy it. 


I think, my Lords, that in the dis- 
cussions which have already taken place 
on this subject there has been some little 
confusion in consequence of the somewhat 
lax use of the words “ deterioration ” and 
“ degeneration,” a laxity which has, I am 
afraid, not been altogether removed by 
the instructions which were given to 
the Committee or by the terms of the 
Report of the Committee itself. Those 
terms appear to imply the idea that the 
physical condition of the people is be- 
coming progressively worse. As I have 
pointed out, the Committee do not con- 
sider that that allegation is established ; 
at all events, it is not proved. But the 
fact that no progressive deterioration is 
going on is not inconsistent with a state 
of things under which an increasing pro- 
portion of our population may be subject 
to conditions which have always existed 
and have always produced a certain 
amount of unfitness. For instance, a 
careful inquiry might possibly show that 
the physical condition of the slum popu- 
lation of our large cities was actually 
improving, and yet at the same time 
might show that owing to the migration 
of large numbers of people from the 
country to the towns, a larger proportion 
than formerly were now living under 
conditions unfavourable to their health 
and strength, and certainly there is 
nothing in the Report which precludes 
the existence of such a state of things. 


This point was, I think, most effectively 
brought out by the evidence of SirWilliam 
Taylor, the Director-General of the Army 
Medical Service, which is quoted by the 
Committee in the second page of their 
Report— 

“Sir William Taylor expressed the opinion 
that the idea of ‘ progressive physical deteriora- 
tion’ had occupied a much too prominent posi- 
tion in the minds of those who had had t 0 con- 
sider and report as to the advisability of in- 
quiry. The Director-General went on to say: 


—‘ Whether or not there has been, or is, pro- | 


gressive physical deterioration among the 


| great importance, no doubt ; but, in my opinion, 
|it is not the chief question from a practical 
standpoint. To my mind the principal ques- 
tion for the Committee is to inquire into the 
causes and present extent of the physical un- 
fitness that undoubtedly exists in a large degree 
among certain classes of the population. The 
question dealt with in my original memorandum 
was not that there was evidence of progressive 
physical deterioration of the race, either in 
whole orin part, but thatitisa most disturbing 
fact that from 40 to 60 per cent. of the men 
who present themselves for enlistment are 
found to be physically unfit for military service. 
Even if the proportion is no greater than in the 
past, surely it is a state of matters worthy of the 
closest investigation, and one which no think- 
ing man can wish to see continue. Moreover, 
it would be out of keeping with the progressive 
spirit of the times we live in for us to be con- 
| tent with the consolation that we are no worse 
off than we were fifty or even twenty years ago. 
I trust that the inquiry may end in suggestions 
that will lead to the institution of measures 
which will result in bringing about a marked 
improvement of the physique of the classes 
from which our recruits are at present drawn.” 


I do not think any of us will dissent from 
the views thus expressed by the Director- 
General of the Army Medical Service, 
and whether it be a progressive, or a 
stationary, or a diminishing evil, no 
time ought to be lost in putting a stop, 
if a stop can be put, to such unfitness as 
may be shown to exist among our 


people. 


The Committee have indicated in 
very considerable detail a large number of 
measures which they think would tend 
to the improvement of the physical 
condition of the people. They are sum- 
marised in more than fifty recommenda- 
tions which are to be found at the 
conclusion of the Report. I have, of 
course, no intention of going into any of 
those recommendations to-day ; but they 
deal with such subjects as overcrowding 
in our cities, the preservation or pro- 
vision of open spaces, the prevention 
of smoke pollution of the atmosphere, 
the enforcement of responsibility of 
urban and rural authorities, the medical 
inspection of factories and workshops, 
the feeding of school children, rural 
housing, and allotments, instruction in 
elementary schools in cookery and other 
health subjects, the milk supply,—which 
has been referred to by the right rev. 
Prelate—health associations, physical 
exercises in schools, and for boys and 
‘girls after school age clubs and cadet 
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Some of these recommendations, 


no doubt, would involve legislation ; | 


but by far the greater number of them, 
as has been pointed out by the Bishop of 
Ripon, might be carried out by more 
active administration on the part of 
Government Departments, and a still 
larger part by more active and energetic 
administration on the part of local 
authorities. It is certain that we shall 
obtain on the part of those authorities 
neither the energy to make use of the 
powers which they already possess, 
nor the capacity of using those powers 
wisely and usefully, without more accu- 
rate knowledge than we now possess of 
the extent and nature of the evils which 
have been dealt with. 


The advantage of the knowledge of 
such facts as could be obtained by 
such a survey as has been suggested 
by the Committee is demonstrated 
by an instance of this kind. If 
a careful survey were to show that a 
striking difference between the physical 
condition of populations of certain large 
towns and districts living under very 
similar conditions existed, and if that 
could at the same time be traced to 
differences of administration on the part 
of the local authorities, there could be no 
doubt whatever that when public atten- 
tion was called to such facts pressure 
would soon be applied by public opinion 
to those local authorities whose ad- 
ministration might appear to have been 
lax. At all events, there is no subject, in 
my opinion, from the point of view either 
of our military or industrial efficiency, on 
which it is more desirable, and I may say 
more essential, that all the knowledge 
should be acquired which can be acquired 
by systematic and scientific inquiry ; 
and I trust that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment may be able to assure us that they 
are giving their attention to the important 
recommendations of this Report, and will 
be able to state what measures they 
contemplate taking upon them 


*THE Kart or MEATH rose “ To ask His 
Majesty’s Government whether they had 
taken steps, or proposed to take steps to 
act upon any of the recommendations 
mentioned in the Report of the Inter- 
departmental Committee on Physical 


{LORDS} 


‘recommendations they had acted, or 
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proposed to act, and what steps they had 
taken, or proposed to take, in order to 
carry them into action.” 


The noble Earl said: My Lords, 
although it is true, as the noble Duke has 
just informed you, that I was responsible 
for bringing to the knowledge of your 
Lordships on July 6th, 1903, the subject 
which is under discussion to-day, still I 
doubt whether I should have intervened 
in this debate had I not seen from the 
Notice Paper that the right rev. Prelate 


and the noble Duke were about to 
touch upon certain specific points 


mentioned in the Report. As the noble 
Duke has told you, there are over fifty 
recommendations made by the Inter- 
departmental Committee, and a good 
many of those recommendations were of 
such very great importance that I should 
have been sorry if any Answer had been 
given from the Front Bench alluding only 
to the subjects mentioned in the notices 
standing in the names of the Bishop of 
Ripon and the noble Duke. I hoped, by 
putting down the notice on the Paper 
which is in my name, to draw the attention 
of His Majesty’s Government, not only to 
the most important subjects already 
referred to, but to the others upon which 
the Committee submitted recommenda- 
tions, in the hope not only that His 
Majesty’s Government would consider 
very carefully what could be done in the 
matter, but that the whole subject might 
be thought over by the public outside. 


I fully agree with the noble Duke when 
he says that this question is a larger one 
than that of the deterioration of 
the people. In fact, I do not know who 
is responsible for the title of the Report. 
As far as the right rev. Pre'ate, who 
seconded my Motion two years ago, is 
concerned, and as far as I am concerned, 
we did not, in the speeches we made, 
allude to the subject of the deterioration 
of physique as a progressive one and 
as a general one. What we said—at all 
events what I said—has already been 
quoted by the noble Duke. I asked His 
Majesty’s Government whether they 
would be prepared to issue a Royal Com- 
mission or a Committee of inquiry with a 
view of ascertaining whether the poorer 
populations in our large towns are ex- 


Deterioration ; and, if so, upon which | posed to conditions which, if continued, 
The Duke of Devonshire. 
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must inevitably contribute to a low 
national standard of physical health and 
strength ; and I went on to say— 

“T do not contend that physical deteriora- 
tion is taking place among all classes in this 
country, nor, indeed, that any class is actually 
deteriorating, for the exact reverse is certainly 
the case in regard to some sections of society.” 


And further on I said— 


‘Nor do I even assert that degeneration has | 


taken place among the poorer classes in either 
town or country. What I desire to emphasise 
is that even should it be proved that the average 
individual member of a poor town population 
is physically the equal or even slightly the 
superior of his poor town predecessor, the over- 
whelming increase which has taken place in 
recent years in the numbers of poor men and 
women who live in towns has completely 
altered the physical condition of England, and 
turned a negligible national defect into one of 
the most serious gravity.” 


That will at once be apparent to your 


{20 Juzy 1905} 
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those areas. Often and often I have been 
terribly puzzled to know what was the 
proper course to take. In many cases 
it really seemed as if there was hardly 
any difference, and that in either case 
evils must occur. The same feelings 
permeated many of those who acted 
with me, and we should have been ex- 
ceedingly pleased if we could have had 
some sympathetic guidance and direction, 
and even information in regard to what. 
had been done elsewhere, and what could 
and might be done. 


Deterioration. 


Taking the local authorities throughout 
the country, I think those of your Lord- 
ships who come into contact with them 
must feel that there is an immense 


/amount of ignorance in regard to the 
| actual condition of the law, and even on 


Lordships when you consider that the | 
urban population of England at this | 
moment is 77 per cent., and that of) 
'do not always know their powers; and 


Scotland 75°6 per cent. What I desire 
to-day is to ask His Majesty’s Govern- 


ment whether they have taken steps, | 
or propose to take steps, to act upon any | 


of the recommendations mentioned in 
the Report of this Committee, and, if so, 
upon what recommendations they have 
acted or propose to act, and what steps 
they have taken or propose to take in 
order to carry them into action. Exclud- 
ing the subjects on which information 
has been requested by the right rev. 
Prelate and the noble Duke, the principal 
headings under which recommendations 
have been made are, first of all, a “ register 
of sickness,” not only for infectious 
cases but for non-infectious 
Another very important recommendation 
is that of the appointment of an advisory 
council, which should advise His 
Majesty’s Government and any Depart- 
ment interested in regard to the physical 
well-being of the people. In France 
there is already such an advisory council, 
which is called the Comité Consultatif 
hygiene. Another subject of great 
importance is building and open spaces. 
I have served for some six years on the 
London County Council, and I do not 
think there was any subject in connection 
with which I found greater difficulty to 
know what was the wisest action to take 


cases. | 





the magisterial bench I have met with 
ignorance in regard to the statute law of 
these realms. Magistrates do not always 
know their powers, and local authorities 


I cannot help thinking that the recom- 
mendations which have been made in 
this Report, that the Local Government 
Board should take a more active, sym- 
pathetic, and instructive part in en- 
lightening local authorities in regard to 
their powers and duties, and the most 
advisable course they should take, are so 
important that they should receive 
ample consideration. 


Another subject mentioned is that of 
smoke pollution. I have taken some 
interest in that subject in the Metropolis, 
and know that there has been a great 
improvement. Perhaps your Lordships. 
may not think that is so, but I can assure 
you that there has been a great improve- 
ment in regard to smoke pollution in 
London in the last few years owing to 
the fact that the London County Council 
have had powers by which the local 
bodies who are unwilling occasionally to 
act owing to local influences are com- 
pelled to do so and fined; at all events, 
they are fined in this sense, that the 
London County Council has the power of 
putting the law into force and of making 
them pay for it. That isa case, not of 
ignorance, but of local influence, which 
prevents the local authority from doing 


than the question first of all of pulling its duty. Then, again, the Commissioners. 


down slum areas, and then rebuilding on recommend 


that legislation should 





Serer eeetnaeeestenersees 
eRe Se “Sap assmeeen nye ne aoe aoe 7 oem neem 


1323 Physical 


strengthen the hands of those who have 
to carry out the law in regard to smoke 
pollution. 


Another very important subject which 
has been mentioned is that of the 
keeping of a register of the owners 
of houses. Now, this is a most 
important matter. If we could obtain 
an eccurate register of the owners of 
houses, a great many social questions not 
necessary for me to enter into now would 
be solved. One of the great difficulties 
met with by all social reformers is that 
of knowing to whom property and 
houses belong, who is responsible and 
who is not ; and it appears to me that it 
would not be such a very difficult thing 
for the Legislature to insist upon an 
accurate register being kept of the owners 
of houses. 


Important also is the recommenda- 
tion with regard to medical officers of 
health. It must often have come to the 
knowledge of your Lordships that 
medical officers of health are unable to 
act up to their consciences. They are 
removable by the very authorities that 
they ought to be able to direct by advice, 
and if they advise those authorities 
contrary to the interests of certain of the 
members, they know quite well that 
their tenure of office will be a very short 
one. Therefore the Committee, to my 
mind, very wisely recommend that 
these medical officers should be irre- 
movable except by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. Another important sub- 
ject is the medical inspection of factories. 
The Committee desire that the power 
of certifying surgeons should be ex- 
tended so that they should be able to 
examine emplovees as regards their 
health beyond the age of sixteen, and 
that there should be co-operation be- 
tween the inspectors of factories and 
medical officers of health, so that there 
should be no clashing of powers. 


A subject of perhaps even greater 
importance than any I have mentioned 
is that of over-fatigue. The Committee 
recommend that a_ scientific inquiry 
should be made into the question of 
over-fatigue of workers in this country. 
I believe a great many more women lose 
their health through over-fatigue than 
is at all known to your Lordships, and, 


The Ear! of Meath. 


{LORDS} 
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if so, legislation ought to be passed 
preventing women from working durin 
the times before and after child-birth. 
You may say there is legislation. There 
is legislation to a certain extent, but it 
is legislation that is not carried out and 
which requires strengthening. Coal 
mines are mentioned by the Committee, 
They think that the medical examina- 
tion of voung persons should be extended 
to coalmines and workshops. Employ- 
ment should be dependent on a medical 
certificate. If a medical certificate is 
required in the case of factories, why 
should there not be a similar certificate 
required in the case of workshops ? 


Then comes the question of alcoholism. 
Can any question be more important than 
that? The Committee ask for more 
scientific training of teachers in the 
laws of health. Next comes the question 
of education in rural schools. I am 
sure your Lordships will agree with me 
when I say that the education in rural 
schools at the present time is not what 
it ought to be, and there are many 
reasons why it is not. One reason I 
dare say has not struck many of you. It 
is that large numbers of the teachers in 
these rural schools come from the towns 
and know absolutely nothing about the 
country and care less; and when they 
are asked to teach the children country 
subjects and give them an interest in 
country pursuits they are absolutely 
at sea. I am not here to say how the 
remedy is to be found, but the Committee 
distinctly say that some steps should be 





| taken to combat the influences which 
| lead to the influx into the towns of the 
|population from the country. I am 
| persuaded that one of those influences 
| 1s the fact that we have teachers in our 
_ country districts who are not in sympathy 
and in touch with the rural population. 


Many of your Lordships last year were 
thinking over the question of rural 
housing, and I do hope that something 
will be done to prevent by-laws being 
made by local authorities which are 
absolutely absurd in regard to rural 
districts. Rural districts and town dis- 
tricts are completely different, and it is 
ridiculous that we who live in the 
country should be forced to build houses 
which are very suitable, no doubt, for 
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the centre of London, but which are | 
absolutely out of place when situated | 


in country districts. Food and cookery 
is another ‘most important subject, and 
there the Committee recommend com- 
pulsory continuation classes. I hope His 
Majesty’s Government will not be afraid 
of the word compulsory. If we are to 
keep pace with the nations of the world 
we must compel our children to learn 
those things which are absolutely neces- 
sary to keep us in the forefront of the 
race of nations. Ourgirls should be taught 
how to prepare food and how to cook it. 
An admirable address was given the other 
day by Mrs. Flora Steele on this very 
subject, and she named the girls who 
ought to be learning these subjects, but 
who are not doing so, “Tam o‘Shanter 
girls.” She said she advertised the 
other day for a carpenter at 18s. a week 
and for a kitchenmaid at 17s. Y4d. a 
week, and received 120 applications for 
the position of carpenter, and not one 
single application for that of kitchen- 
maid; and yet she knows, and we all 
know, that if you travel about the 
country you meet large numbers of 
these ‘“‘Tam o'Shanter” girls doing 
nothing for their living but simply amus- 
ing themselves. Then there is the ques- 
tion of adulteration. I shall not go into 
that, for it has already been touched 
upon. 


With regard to medical certificates 
of death, the Committee recommend 
that these certificates should be con- 
fidential, and should be sent by the 
local registrar to the Registrar-General. 
I need not dwell upon that. The object 
must be apparent to all of your Lordships. 
Then with regard to the feeding of 
infants ; what, I ask, can be more impor- 
tant than the training of mothers in 
this respect ? Cannot the Local Govern- 


ment Board do something to encourage | 


local authorities and direct them as to 


how this important subject is to be} 


taught. Physical exercises, open spaces, 
gymnasia, clubs, cadet corps—in regard 
to all these local authorities want informa- 
tion and guidance; and I hope His 
Majesty’s Government will do what 
they can to give them that guidance. 


Lastly, the Committee recommend that 
some legislation should be passed in 
regard to juvenile smoking. I do hope 
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that a Bill will next year be brought in 
by His Majesty’s Government to prevent 
cigarette smoking by young boys. If 
there is one thing that all medical 
authorities are agreed upon more than 
any other it is that cigarette smoking is 
destructive of the health of young boys, 
and I do hope something in that line 
will be done. I have only drawn your 
Lordships’ attention to a very few of the 
recommendations of the Committee. I 
repeat that local authorities need infor- 
mation and guidance in regard to the 
powers which they possess, and they 
should be shown what is wise and proper 
to be done. 


Deterioration. 


Lorp SHUTTLEWORTH : My Lords, 
all who have read and taken in- 
terest in the admirable Report which 
is under discussion to-day rejoice that 
the three Members of your Lordships’ 
House who have spoken to-night have 
taken up this subject. I think if any- 
thing was needed to show how wide 
and large is the subject which we are 
discussing it would be the speech of 
the noble Earl who has just sat down, 
who has dealt with an enormous number 
of points, many of them of very great 
importance. Whilst I am _ extremely 
anxious to support the recommendation 
of the Committee as to an anthropo- 
metric survey, which is certainly a 
matter of the urgency which the noble 
Duke has described, I desire more par- 
ticularly to call attention to certain 
other points on which it seems to me 
there is equal need for immediate action— 
points on which we have information 
of so startling a character that steps 
should be taken as soon as possible, 


I shall confine myself almost entirely 
to the subject which was touched upon 
with so much eloquence by the right rev. 
Prelate in the latter part of his speech. 
‘Living as I do in Lancashire, among 
@ great manufacturing population and 
with one of the great manufacturing 
towns which has been the subject of 
special inquiry in this Report at my 
| doors, I cannot help having two matters 
|brought constantly under my notice, 
| both largely due to the same causes—I 
/mean the heavy infant mortality in 
' certain great towns of England and Scot- 
land, and the enfeebled and unsatisfactory 
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state in which a large part of our young | into all the causes, but two causes seem 


population grow up. 
which is before your Lordships, 


In the Report | to stand out. 
and | of working mothers too short an interval 


The first is that in the case 


which we are discussing to-day, the causes i is allowed at the time of confinement. 


of both these evils are shown to be 
largely neglect or mageapet geen or | 
out in inf in | 





nursing 
fact, of intelligent mothering of “es 
children. One of the causes of this is | 


the work of the mother, and another is | 
the nature of the home. Slums, back- | 
to-back houses, cellar dwellings, and | 
bad sanitation unfortunately still exist, | 
and the statistics are perfectly appalling. | 


I have here, but I will not trouble 
your Lordships with them, statistics 
from thirty-three large towns for ten | 
years, and I am sorry to say that the 
statistics as to infant mortality of four 
of our great Lancashire towns—Preston, 
Burnley, Salford, and Blackburn—are 
specially terrible. Take Burnley. I 
cannot help taking Burnley because it 
is a town immediately close to my own 
home ; and I should like to say, at the 
outset, that nothing impresses me more 
than the extreme desire of all the authori- 
ties in Burnley to cope with and improve 
this state of things. 


I shall presently | 


venture to suggest that they might have | 


more help than they now receive. I 
am not imputing any blame ; 
suggesting that for the future, in meeting 
this terrific problem, this fearful state 
of things, they do need and would wel- 
come aid from the central authority. 
In the last ten years, out of everv hundred 
children born in Burnley twenty-one 


died in the first year of life. That is 
the average for ten years, and I am 


sorry to say that the evidence is that this 
is not getting better; if anything, it is 
getting rather worse. I am not speaking 
of the present year, about which the 
corporation are hopeful that certain 
measures they have taken are producing 
an impression; but taking 1904, 232-7 
was the death-rate out of every thousand 
children in the first year of their life. 


In Burnley I can myself bear witness 
to the fact that there has been a great 
advance in sanitation. The general 
death-rate has been much improved in 
recent years, but it is reported to the 
town council that the mortality among 
infants is as high as it was fifty years 
ago. It would take a long time to go 


Lord Shuttleworth, 


; Iam only | 


The second is ignorance ; and, if we are 
disposed to blame the mothers for their 
ignorance, I think we ought to remember 
that Parliament: itself has a responsi- 
bility in this matter. Why are these 
mothers ignorant ? Has every step been 
taken that might have been taken in the 
‘schools and by other means to bring the 
| knowledge of how to feed infants to the 
/young women of this country? One 
fact comes out very clearly in this Re- 
|port and in the evidence which was 
taken by the Committee, and that is the 
‘great desire of the mothers to learn. 
No doubt that desire is stronger at the 
moment the woman becomes a mother, 
and when the health visitor can get at 
her in time the difficulty of persuading 
and instructing her is not great. She 
is willing to learn, willing to adopt the 
measures recommended to her by a 
sympathetic and kindly woman, an 
official employed by the corporation, 
if only that information reaches her in 
time. 


Here is a very great difficulty on 
which I shall wish to say something in 
a moment; but I can illustrate the fact 
that they are willing to learn by 
recent report of one of the ladies who 
acts as health visitor in Burnley. She 


| Says— 





“Tt is generally on our first visit that we find 
the mother giving the baby ‘ just what we have 
ourselves ’"—meat, bacon, potatoes, and even 
beer and whisky. I hope this will soon be un- 
heard of in Burnley.” 


Then she says, with regard to the 
feeding of children— 

“T am pleased to say many of the mothers 
are now following our advice and giving the 
babies nothing but milk for the first ten or 
twelve months. This is the result of our con- 
stant visits and a great amount of persuasion.” 


I may illustrate the lack of knowledge 
which prevails on this subject among the 
people by a short quotation from the 
health visitor’s report. Speaking of the 
ignorance which still prevails in the 


| poorer parts of the town in regard to 


storage she says— 


“Tt is a common practice for people to keep 
milk on the sink, and bread under the sink to 
keep it moist.” 
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These extracts bring home to one’s 
mind the depth of the ignorance which 
exists among these poor people, and we 
are told by the reports that they are 
perfectly willing to learn, and it is on 
the first visit of the health visitor that 
she finds these terrible conditions. 


This brings me to one of the greatest 
difficulties in the way of the health 
visitors. They cannot get sufficiently 
early news of the birth of a child. The 
law requires registration within = six 
weeks, and very often the birth and the 
death are registered at the same time 
The health visitor becomes aware of the 
birth of an infant at the same time as 
she becomes aware of itsdeath. Registra- 
tion is generally postponed until very near 
the end of the six weeks, and information 
six weeks old is too late to be of use to 
those who try to induce the mothers to 
take better care of their infants. What 
the authorities and their health visitors 
desire is that in some way or other they 
should get much earlier information of 
the birth of a child. Interesting ex- 
periments are being made at Glasgow, 
and will shortly be made at Huddersfield, 
on this subject. The Glasgow authorities 
are offering, and the Huddersfield author- 
ities are about to offer, a shilling reward 
to anyone who will bring to the authorities 
the earliest possible information of the 
birth of a child, and we shall watch with 
considerable interest the result of that 
experiment. The first suggestion I want 
to offer is this, whether the present six 
veeks for registration is not an antiquated 
system, and whether there is any real 
reason for leaving so long an interval 
as six weeks. It seems to me that we 
might supersede with advantage that 
system by compelling registration at a 
much earlier date. 


But while I make that suggestion I 
should not like to be misunderstood. I 
do not think that that would have any 
appreciable effect upon saving the lives 
of children. Unless very much earlier 
information can be obtained by those 
who visit the home and use their influence 
on the parents, the saving of life in the 
case of these young infants will not be 
very great. What the Mayor of Hudders- 
field suggests very strongly, is—and he 
has paid special attention to this subject — 
that there should be compulsory notifi- 
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cation to the health office or sanitary 
authority of the birth of each child 
within two days, very much on the same 
lines as infectious disease is notified. 
There does not seem any special reason 
why, if notification of infectious disease 
is insisted upon at the earliest possible 
moment, there should not be similar in- 
sistence upon notice of the birth of a 
child, especially as we have before us 
these appalling facts as to the early 
death of infants, for the deaths oceur, to 
a large extent, among infants in the 
first week of their lives. 


Another experiment 
at Huddersfield, which I think will 
interest your Lordships. The mayor, 
by a private scheme of his own, 
has started a system of offering £1 as a 
sort of prize to every parent who can 
produce a child after a certain date that 
has lived one year. There are now 
seventy-four on his list which have been 
born since he made the offer. He writes 
to me that he is more than satisfied with 
the result so far. One result is that he 
hears of the birth of a child at once in 
most cases, Then there comes the 
opportunity of doing good; and, more- 
over, the mother is profoundly grateful. 
The curious feature of this scheme is 
that when he comes upon a mother who 
is on his list she expresses great delight 
because the mayor has interested himself 
in her baby. With earlier information 
still better results can be obtained. 


is being made 


I have spoken of the fact that mothers 
are ready and anxious to receive instruc- 
tion and guidance with respect to their 
infants. Local willingness for guidance, 
however, does not end here. I am 
satisfied that the local authorities them- 
selves would welcome such information as 
could be afforded to them by the central 
authority. In the Report there is a 
valuable suggestion on page 24, para- 
graphs 120 and 121—I will not trouble 
your Lordships by reading them—that 
on evidence of some abnormal state of 
things as regards health, such as this 
tremendous infant mortality, the Local 
Government Board might intervene. 
There are many analogies for such 
intervention. Local inquiries are held 
on certain subjects when there seems 
to be need of them. Surely there could 
be no stronger reason for a local inquiry 
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than when it is shown that for two or | mature birth. I amspeaking particularly 


three or more years an exceptional death- | 


rate is prevalent, especially among 
infants. 

The Local Government Board are 
constantly giving guidance which is 
welcomed—I can speak from my own 
experience of how much it is weleomed— 
to boards of guardians. Their inspectors 
go down, sit with the boards of guardians 
frequently, and give them guidance on 
important matters with which they 
have to deal. I venture to suggest that 
the time has come when similar guidance 
is needed, and would be welcomed by 
the local authorities—the other great 


bodies with which the Local Government | 


Board have to deal—on health matters. 
I would like to ask whether that subject 
has been deliberated by the Local 
Government Board, and whether they 
have considered the issue of a statement 
such as is suggested in paragraph 136 of 
the Report. In that paragraph the 
Committee say— 

“Nothing has been brought more promi- 
nently to the notice of the Committee than the 
ignorance that prevails, even in quarters that 
ought to be well informed, as to what the law and 
the powers it confers are. 
subject was prepared for the information of the 
Committee, with the assistance of the Local 
Government Board; and it appears to them 
that the Board could not do better than issue 
it, with such additions as they think proper, to 
all Jocal authorities.” 


There is another suggestion to which | 


I should like to call attention on page 
iY, paragraph 302. After giving facts 
as to conditions attending the life of the 
juvenile population, infant mortality, 
employment of mothers, and improper 
feeding, the Committee suggest various 
They say— 

“The Committee desire to press these con- 
siderations with all the earnestness at their 
command upon the most serious attention of 


the community, and they would further suggest | 


to the Local Government Board the desirability 
of issuing to local authorities a circular ex- 
plaining the objects to be sought and the means 
by which they can best be attained. 


I do not know, and I should like to ask, | 


whether this recommendation has been 
carried out. 


There are two other points to which 
I should like very briefly to refer. The 


statistics show that a large number of 
the deaths of intants are due to pre- 


Lord Shuttleworth. 


A statement on this | 


of the manufacturing towns. The right 
‘rev. Prelate referred to this subject in 
| a very pointed way, and. therefore. I need 
| . . es 

/only mention it shortly; but where a 
large proportion of women work in mills 
a terrible number of deaths are reported 
as following on premature births, and 
that surely affords a strong argument in 
favour of the contention that women 
should, as far as possible, be prevented 
from working during the last weeks 
before confinement as well as after. It 
is a subject, I admit, full of difficulty : 
it requires careful consideration, and 
| we have not the full facts before us. | 
am struck with the mention in the 
Report that it is a defect in our law that 
there is no registration of still-births, 
and until we know fully about the still- 
births we shall not fully know what are 
the consequences which flow from the 
over-fatigue of women employed in 
factories. I should like to ask what is 
the view of the Government on this 
question of restricting women’s labour 
before confinement, and also on the 
question of registering still-births. 

There is one other point closely con- 

nected with the last, and that is as to the 
law to prevent women working in fac- 
tories within twenty-eight days after 
confinement. If noble Lords will turn 
to paragraph 252, page 47, they will find 
these words— 

“The existing law requires that no occupier 
| of a factory shall knowingly allow a womar 
| to be employed within four weeks after she has 

given birth to a child. Thus no legal offence 

| arises unless the occupier, with a full know- 
| ledge of the facts, is yet responsible tor the em- 
| ployment, a situation which, in the ordinary 
conditions attending factory labour, it is almost 
| impossible to prove. It is needless to say that 
'in these circumstances prosecutions are in- 
| frequent or abortive, and though there may be 
a pretty uniform observation of the law, cases 
|in which it is broken are numerous in some 
districts, amounting, it is thought, to general 
| evasion. 


| It is often objected, when it is pro- 
| posed to strengthen the factory laws in 
any particular, that it is unfair because 
‘other countries are not under such 
severe factory laws. In this particular 
we impose less restriction than is imposed 
efficiently in many other countries. In 
Switzerland there is a very much stronger 
law than in this country, and in Belgium, 
| Holland, Denmark, Germany, and Austria 
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there are apparently efficient laws in 
force to oblige women not to work too 
soon after their confinement. I fear 
that this is a point on which further 
legislation is needed. The other points 
I have touched upon can apparently be 
dealt with by administration. I thank 
vour Lordships for listening to these 
observations, and I venture to express 
an earnest hope that the Report of the 
Committee on Physical Deterioration 
wil receive the attention it deserves and 
ill lead to wise administrative and 
egislative action. 


*THe LORD PRESIDENT or tHE 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mur- 
quess of LonponperRY): My Lords, 
[f am sure your Lordships will agree 
with me that we have had four extremely 
interesting speeches, and speeches of a 
most practical and earnest character. 
The right rev. Prelate, whose eloquence 
in opening the debate we all admired, 
vas followed by my noble friend and 
predecessor the late Lord President of 
the Council, who with perfect justice 
isked whether the Government intended 
to take any steps to carry out an impor- 
tant recommendation in the Report of 
the Coinmittee on Physical Deterioration 
which he was responsible for appointing. 
The noble Duke explained to your 
Lordships the reasons which induced 
him to appoint that Committee. He 
told you it was due, in the first instance, 
to the Report of the Royal Commision 
appointed to examine into these matters 
in Scotland, and he also stated that he 
was strengthened in his determination 
to appoint this Committee by the speeches 
of the right rev. Prelate and my noble 
friend Lord Meath, who has delivered 
to-night a practical speech ranging over 
a great amount of ground. 


The Inter- departmental Committee 
was appointed in fulfilment of the noble 
Duke’s pledge to consult the various 
Departments concerned. It was ap- 
pointed— 

“To consider in what manner the medical 
profession can best be consulted on the subject 
with a view to the appointment of a Royal 
Commission, and the terms of reference to such 
a Commi-sion, if appointed.” 

Those were the original terms of refer- 
ence which were given to the Committee 
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appointed by my noble friend after his 
statement in your Lordships’ House 
two vears ago. That part of the terms 
of reference, however, has never been 
alluded to in the Report. There is no 
recommendation with regard to the 
appointment of a Royal Commission, or 
the terms of reference to a Commission, 
if appointed. That omission was due 
to an extension of the original terms 
of relerence, which extension practically 
gave to the Fitzroy Committee such 
terms oi reference as would have 
been given to a Royal Commission 
had such a Royal Commission been 
appointed on the recommendation of 
the Committee set up by the noble 
Duke. Ihave no doubt the noble Duke 
will tell you if he was responsible for the 
alteration of those terms of reference. I 
am bound to say that I am a little hazy 
on the point. I think they were settled 
either at the conclusion of the noble 
Duke’s term of office, or almost im- 
mediately on my succeeding him. At 
any rate, the difference in point of time 
is so small that in all probability the 
noble Duke will say that he had made up 
his mind on the matter before he resigned 
the office to which I succeeded. 


The noble Duke has put very clearly 
belore your Lordships, both in the Ques- 
tions on the Paper and in the speech he 
has delivered, what he desires to know 
from His Majesty’s Government with 
regard to the action they have taken 
in reference to the recommendations of 
the Committee which he appointed. I 
hope I shall be able to show the noble 
Duke that we have given that attention— 
I think * attention ” is the word he used 
—to some of the recommendations which 
they deserve and which undoubtedly 
he was anxious they should receive. He 
laid great stress on the question of the 
anthropometric survey. The noble Duke 
asked us what we were doing in regard 
to that recommendation. There are cer- 
tain difficulties in connection with the 
carrying out of such recommendations 
which I hope to explain to your Lerdships 
betore I resume my seat. 


On page 84, paragraph 425, the Fitz- 
roy Comittee state— 


* With a view to the collection of definite 


: data bearing upon the physical condition of the 
, 
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manent anthropometric survey should be 
organised as speedily as possible upon the 
lines indicated in Part I. of the Report. In 
the first instance this survey should have for 
its object the periodic taking of the measure- 
ments of children and young persons in schools 
and factories, enlisting for this purpose the 
assistance, among others, of school teachers and 
factory surgeons, supplemented by a small 
staff of professional surveyors. Besides this, 
a more comprehensive and specialised survey, 
spread over a longer period, of the population 
of the country at large might be undertaken.” 


In the earlier part of the Report—on 
page 11, paragraph 56—the Committee 
recommend that two ages should be 
selected at which every child in school 
attendance should be measured by a 
teacher or other officer selected by the 
education authority tor the purpose, 
the particulars being recorded on a card 
provided by the central bureau. 


Tue DuKE oF DEVONSHIRE: What 


is the noble Lord reading trom ? 


*THE Marquess oF LONDONDERRY : 
From page Ll, paragraph 56 of the Report. 
Undoubtedly, this seemed to the Com- 
mittee to be a very practical proposal, but 
I do not think they foresaw the difficulties 
that would lie in the way of carrying out 
such a proposal. It they did, they would 
have been bound to recognise that where 
such a great mass of evidence had to be 
collected and so vast a number of children 
dealt with, the cards alluded to would 
have to be collected under some super- 
vision other than that of the local authori- 
ties. Possibly they did foresee that, 
and perhaps it was for that reason they 
suggested that there should be appointed 
in London a central bureau. But when 
we go on a little further and find them 
suggesting that, in addition, there should 
be an advisory council, I am inclined 
to think that they imagined that the 
bureau, which would be composed en- 
tirely of officials, would not have sufficient 
expert knowledge of itself, and that to 
supply that expert knowledge an advisory 
council should be appointed in addition 
to the bureau. From this line of reason- 


ing 1 deduce that there was no wish for an 
advisory council without a bureau, and 
that the bureau would be of use only if 
the measurements as shown on the cards 
were ot such a character that it was 
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absolutely impossible forthe local authori- 
ties to deal with them. 

Now, my Lords, how is this possible 
According to paragraph 56 on page 
11, the Committee recommend that 
every child in school attendance should be 
measured by a teacher or other officer. 
That is a very difficult thing to carry 
out. Though. perhaps, in the great 
majority of cases no objection would |e 
raised, yet because of the minority who 
might object compulsion would be 
necessary, and to attain that end 
legislation would be required. Now, 
I do not hesitate to say on behalf 
of His Majesty’s Government that they 
do not see their way at the present time 
—I do not know that they would at any 
time—to institute legislation for the 
purpose of making such measurements 
compulsory, and that is what paragraph 
56, if taken literally, must mean. so 
much for the question of the anthropo- 
metric survey. 

Then the noble Duke has asked what 
the various Departments concerned 
are doing to meet the recommenda- 
tions of what I have called the Fitzroy 
Committee. With regard to the Depart- 
ment with which I am associated—the 
Board of Education—I can say that we 
have not been idle. In March last I 
appomted a Committee to inquire into 
some of the recommendations, and to see 
how far the matter could be met by 
administration without resort to legis: 
lation. The Committee was a Depart- 
mental Committee on medical inspection 
and the provisiou of meals for children 
attending public elementary schools. 
The portion of the terms of reference 
dealing with the question of medical 
inspection is as follows— 

* To ascertain and report on what is now 
being done, and with what result, in respect of 
the medical inspection of children in public 
elementary schools.” 

What we want is to be told exactly 
what is being done at the present time 
and to see how far we can act on that. 
I may as well read the second portion 
of the terms of reference; it is not 
exactly relevant to the point with which 
Iam now dealing, but it may save my 
having to allude to it later on. It is as 
follows— 

* To inquire into the methods employed and 
the sums expended in the relief given by various 
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voluntary agencies for the provision of meals 
for children in public elementary schools and 
to report whether any relief of this character 
could be better organised without any charge 
on the public funds both generally and with 
special regard to children who, although not 
defective,are by mal-nutrition below the normal 
standard.” 

I mention these points to show that 
the Board of Education has not been idle 
since the presentation of this Report, 
but are endeavouring to see what they 
can do without having recourse to 
legislation. 

But Questions were asked as to what 
the Government are doing. The three 
Departments chiefly affected by the 
feport of the Fitzroy Committee are 
the Board of Education, the Home 
Office, and the Local Government Board. 
My noble friend behind me who repre- 
sents the Local Government Board will 
deal with their side of the question. I 
shall begin by stating what the Board 
of Education have done, and afterwards, 
on behalf of the Home Office, I shall say 
a few words on the question of infant 
mortality, which was raised by the 
right rev. Prelate. 


The subjects deait with in the Report 
have, to a certain extent, been referred 
to by Lord Meath. My noble friend 
drew attention to the dangers of alco- 
holism, as alluded to in the Report. 
With regard to that, I can say that the 
Board have been giving very special 
attention to methods of instruction in 
temperance and some of the simpler 
points as regards the physiological effects 
of alcohol. With the co-operation of 
certain eminent medical and_ scientific 
men the Board will shortly issue sugges- 
tions for a svllabus for use in public 
elementary schools. 


Another question dealt with by the 
Report, and referred to by my noble 
friend, is that of rural education. Upon 
that [ have to savy that the Board of 
Education have established a new post 
and appointed a specially skilled expert 
adviser in this subject, Mr. T. S. Dymond, 
who is now investigating the best methods 
of developing rural education in various 
directions. The Board are also seriously 
urging the attention of training college 
authorities to the importance of nature 
study and other practical subjects for 
rural schools. 
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My noble friend next inquired about 
the training of teachers in cookery and 
domestic hygiene. In this matter the 
Board have been making very special 
investigations, having appointed five 
new women inspectors specially chosen 
for this purpose, and having established 
a new post of chief woman inspector 
with the special object of improving 
the existing organisation for the teaching 
of domestic subjects. The various 
training schools of cookery and domestic 
training throughout the country are 
being specially inspected with a view 
to requiring considerable improvements 
in their methods. The instruction of 
children in elementary schools in these 
subjects is also undergoing special re- 
vision. The Board have issued new 
instructions in regard to the teaching 
of these subjects in training colleges 
for elementary school teachers, and 
special attention has been drawn to this 
new departure in respect of our training 
college work. 


Another recommendation of the Com- 
mittee referred to school attendance 
in rural districts. As President of the 
Board I have frequently drawn the 
attention of local authorities and other 
to the possibilities of allowing boys of 
suitable age and qualifications to be 
exempt to some extent from school 
attendance with the view to healthy 
employment in rural districts. Another 
recommendation is with regard to 
special schools for retarded children. 
The Board have made new arrangements 
in-the Code for facilitating the provision 
of special schools with specially devised 
courses and arrangements for “ retarded 
children.” The Committee also made a re- 
commendation on infant management 
and of instruction in municipal eréches. 
The Board have been conducting, 
through their women inspectors, a special 
investigation into the present methods 
emploved in infants’ schools and into 
improvements which are most needed 
in the management and handling of 
infants in public elementary schools 
generally. Very instructive reports from 
the women inspectors will shoztly be 
issued on this matter. 


Another point dealt with in the{Re- 
port is the question of continuation 
classes for persons of both sexes where 
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training for girls shall predominate. 
The Board have made a new arrangement 
by which grants are specially made to 
encourage courses in physical exercises 
in continuation schools throughout the 
country. Similar encouragement is also 
given to continuation classes in domestic 
subjects for girls and young women at 
times careiully chosen to be convenient 
for those who are already earning their 
living. In this way great encouragement 
is being given to really practical instruc- 
tion in domestic subjects to those classes 
of the population which specially need 


If. 


Another recommendation is in tre- 
gard to partial exemption from school 
under special conditions. This matter 
has been carefully considered, and so far 
as little children are concerned the Board 
have now removed the obligation for the 
attendance of children under five years 
of age. Local authorities will now have 
complete option in this respect, and 
several authorities are already deciding 
that children under tive shall not be 
taught in school. As regards the ex- 
emption of older scholars, on the lines 
of recommendation 38 on page 96 of 
the FitzRoy Committee’s Report, the 
matter has been thoroughly discussed 
in the House of Lords, but the Board 
have not yet seen their way to intro- 
ducing legislation on the subject in view 
of the heavy burden of expenditure 
which would of necessity be thrown upon 
local authorities were any large pro- 


vision of continuation classes made 
obligatory. With regard to physical 
exercises for children in elementary 


schools, which was another recommen- 
dation of the Committee, the Board have 
given the matter special attention. We 
have appointed a special adviser, and 
an admirable syllabus of physical 
exercises for elementary schools has been 
issued, 


Therefore, my Lords, on behalf of the 
Board of Education, I may say that 
there were ten recommendations made by 
the Fitzroy Committee, all of which have 
been attended to and acted upon by the 
Board. ! attribute this largely to the 
fact that the noble Duke, at my instiga- 
tion, placed on the Committee one of the 
permanent officials of the Board of 
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Education, who discharged his duties with 
such ability that 1 think we can say it 
is to him we owe the satisfactory position 
we now occupy with regard to the re- 
commendations of the Committee. | 
have said all I have to say with regard to 
my own Department, and I hope I have 
shown that the Board of Education, 
at any rate, have not been idle, but have 
done their best to carry out the recom- 
mendations of the Committee. 


Deterioration. 


Now, my Lords, I have to speak for a 
few moments as the deputy of the Home 
Offce on this occasion, and I turn 
naturally to the question raised so 
pathetically and eloquently by the right 
rev. Prelate—that of infant mortality. 
Most of the points which he has raised 
concern the Local Government Board 
and will be dealt with by my noble 
friend Lord Kenyon, but the right rey. 
Prelate has touched on one point which 
more especially concerns the Home 
Office. I refer to the question of 
the employment of women in factories 
after childbirth. The suggestion of the 
Committee would require legislation, 
and it does not touch the real difficulty, 
viz., that of proving knowledge. If 
the suggested alteration of the law 
were made, the employer or his 
agent would still plead that he did 
not know that it was for her confinement 
the woman was absent. This plea is 
very often justified, because the women 
conceal the fact themselves in order that 
they may get back to work soon, and 
when they choose to do this it is hard to 
find a way oi securing the observance of 
the law. { 





Another matter touching the Home 
Office is the recommendation that there 
should be a special magistrate for juvenile 
cases. The Home Office say that this 
proposal is not regarded as feasible. The 
provision of a special Court, or Courts, 
and magistrates, would usually result in 
children having to make excessively 
long journeys to and from the Court, 
besides entailing extra expense. In 
London at the present time excellent 
arrangements are made for hearing 
children’s cases. They are taken, when- 
ever possible, first in the day ; and in any 
event the children are kept during the 
whole of the time entirely separate from 
adult prisoners. This for some time has 
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been the practice of the Metropolitan 
Courts, and has lately been embodied 
by the Home Secretary in a set of de- 
finite regulations which he has issued to 
those Courts ; and he is now considering 
the question of issuing a circular to 


Courts outside the Metropolis, with a | 


view to bringing the same practice into 
operation so far as possible in places 
where it does not at present obtain. 
With regard to the sanitary inspection 
of workshops, the Home Office are of 
opinion that the local authorities are 


more fitted than the central authority | 


to deal with the extremely numerous 
places of this class. The Factory De- 
partment, however, receive and examine 
the reports of medical officers of health. 
With several of the other findings of 
the Committee the Home Office are not 
in agreement. They are not. satisfied 
that sufficient evidence was received. 


[ am afraid, my Lords, that I have 
trespassed at considerable length upon 
your patience with what I must call 
a very dull speech, but I have endeavoured 
to prove, on behalf of the Department 
with which I am associated, that we 
have not ignored the recommendations 
of the Committee, but that we have 
studied them and are considering how far 
it is possible to give effect to them. 


Lorp KENYON: My 
behalf of the Local Government Board, 
[ will do my best to deal with the various 
matters which have been referred to in 
the previous speeches, but the ground 
covered has been so very wide that I 
must ask vou to forgive me if I omit to 
deal with the whole of it. First of all, 
in answer to Lord Meath, who touched 
upon matters relative to the Local 
Government Board. The noble Lord 
asked about a register of sickness, and 
said that the Committee thought that 
such a register was very desirable. The 
Poor Law district medical officers do 
keep a book showing the cases attended 
by them, which specifies the nature of 
the disease. 


what cases 
mended by them. No return of the 
entries is made to any central authority, 
and the books are not kept in such a 
way as to afford any record of sickness 
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Lords, on | 


But the object of the book | 
is rather to show what they do, and in | 
extra food, ete., is recom- | 
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on which reliance could be placed. There 
fore- a thorough recasting of the books 
| would be required, and the work of 
| examination and tabulation would be 
ivery heavy indeed. Moreover, when 
| done it would only apply to a particular 
class, and it is quite as important to 
‘obtain information as to sickness in 
other classes. No such information could 
be compulsorily required without legis- 
lation, and at present the Board do not 
see their way to taking such action in the 
' matter. 





‘Then my noble friend Lord Meath 
also asked about the advisory council 
which the Committee recommended. 
That is a question which more directly 
concerns the Home Office, but it is 
suggested that the council should advise 
the Government on legislative and ad- 
ministrative miatters concerning public 
health. The setting up of such a body 
|to undertake functions of this kind 
would require the most careful considera- 
tion, and in the opinion of the Board the 
model upon which the Committee suggest 
|that the council should be based, viz., 
| Le Comit’ Consultatif Phygiene publique 
de France does not appear to be one 
which could be usefully adapted to the 
machinery of local government in Eng- 
land, because a great deal of their work 
is of a distinctly administrative character. 


The next point upon which Lord 
| Meath dwelt was the question of over- 
crowding, and he said that the Committee 
suggested the fixing of a standard. The 
local authorities at present have no 
power to fix a standard of overcrowding 
generally. Overcrowding is a nuisance 
which may be dealt with under the 
Public Health Acts by summary pro- 
ceedings before justices; but it would 
rest with the Court to determine whether 
a nuisance had or had not been com- 
mitted. Legislation would be necessary 
to enable the Committee’s suggestion to 
‘be carried out. The Committee also 
recommend that the Board should send 
‘local authorities statements as to the 
law on the subject of their powers as to 
overcrowding and insanitary property. 
The Board have from time to time issued 
‘to local authorities digests of the 
law relating to the housing of the 
|working classes and as to nuisances, 
‘including overcrowding. 





1343 Physical 


With regard to labour colonies, a 
Departmental Committee was appointed 
by the Local Government Board last 
vear, with the concurrence of the Home 
Office, with regard to vagrancy, and one 
of the matters which is being investi- 
gated by that Committee is the question 
of labour colonies and the detention of 
persons in them. The Report of the 
Committee is expected to be made this 
year. 


The next point, I think, had regard to 
building and open spaces, The 
Committee think that local authori- 
ties in contiguous areas which are be- 
coming urban should co-operate in 
securing proper building regulations, 
and that the making of building by-laws 
should be made compulsory on urban 
and rural authorities. The present 
position is, as your Lordships know, 
that every urban authority can, subject 
to the consent of the Local Government 
Board, make by-laws, and_ practically 
they, have all done so, At present 
there is a Committee sitting which 
is inquiring into the whole ques- 
tion of by-laws in the country, and the 
view expressed to the Committee on 
the whole has been that the by-laws 
err in the direction of too great stringency 
rather than too little. As Lord Meath 
very well pointed out, houses that are 
suitable for erection in London may not 
be suitable for erection in rural areas. 
I have no doubt that the Bill brought 
in by Lord Hylton will be returned to 
your Lordships’ House in a few days, as 
amended in Committee. There are diffi- 
culties in the way of compelling local 
authorities to make by-laws. They 
cannot be prevented from submitting 
inadequate by-laws for confirmation. 


If the central authority refuses to con- ' 


firm, the loca! authorities say the 
responsibility no longer rests with them 
but with the Local Government Board. 
If the central authority do confirm, they 
are placed in the position of confirming 
by-laws which they know to be inade- 
quate, because they cannot get better 
ones made. 


Then with regard to smoke pollution, 
the Committee advocate that cases of 
complaint of pollution by smoke, ete., 
in manufacturing districts should be 
heard by a stipendiary magistrate, and 


Lord Kenyon. 
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that higher penalties should be imposed, 
Summary proceedings can be taken 
under the Public Health Acts for the 
abatement of smoke nuisance, and when 
there is a stipendiary magistrate the 
complaint would come before him. The 
real difficulty is that in manufacturing 
districts the local authorities consist 
largely of manufacturers, who are not 
anxious to take proceedings in respect 
of smoke nuisance arising from manu- 
factories. It may be doubted whether 
an increase in the penalties would much 
help matters, but at all events legislation 
would be needed for the purpose. 


With reference to a register of owners 
of houses, the chief difficulty is that is 
would entail a compulsory registration 
of titles. The question of compulsory 
registration of titles has been brought up 
several times, and not very successfully. 
It would open up a very large question, 
and I do not know that this House is 
prepared to deal with it. 


The next point is with regard to 
medical officers of health. The Board 
agree with the suggestions of the Com- 
mittee as to the expediency of whole 
time appointments where the population 
is large, and the officer is properly 
qualified. In cases where the population 
is above, say, 100,000, and the circum- 
stances of the district are such as to make 
considerable demands upon the officer, 
the Board urge that his whole time should 
be given to his duties, or, at all events, to 
public health work, 7.e.. that he should 
be debarred from private practice. But 
the question is largely one of cost. The 
Board think that where a medical officer 
of health gives his whole time he should 
have a salary of at least £500 a year. 
District councils, however, are not always 
willing to pay this, and the salarv would 
obviously be burdensome except where 
the rateable value is large. As regards 
permanency of tenure, the Board’s view 
is that if the medical officer is a competent 
man, properly qualified and duly re- 
munerated, and gives his whole time to 
his duties, there is an advantage in giving 
him permanency of tenure, so that he 
may act independently. and without fear 
of losing his office if he offends people by 
discharging his duty. Where an officer 
does not devote his whole time, the Board 
have sometimes sanctioned a permanent 




















1345 Physical 
appointment where he has held office for 
some years and has shown himself 
efficient. There is a danger where a man 
has private practice that his official duties 
will be sacrificed to them, and there are 
objections to making the appointment 
permanent. The Board have, however, 
encouraged appointments being made for 
a term of years—say five or seven— 
where the circumstances justified it, 
although the officer does not devote his 
whole time to his duties. 


The next question is with regard to 
reports from local authorities. I think 
it was Lord Shuttleworth who asked 
whether the reports were given to the 
local authorities. I have to say that at 
the present time each medical officer 
of health makes an annual report to the 
sanitary authority as to what 1s_ being 
done and left undone in the district, 
and copies are sent to the county council 
and to the Local Government Board. 
Special reports are also made when out- 
breaks of infectious disease occur. The 
reports when received by the Board 
are examined by them, and if necessary 
they correspond with the sanitary 
authority upon their shortcomings. ‘The 
Board do, therefore, watch closely local 
administration, and endeavour con- 
stantly to level up backward districts. 
Moreover, the Board cause local inspec- 
tions to be made by their medical 
inspectors, so far as the staff allows, 
where the circumstances appear to call 
for it. Whether it would be practicable 
to increase the number of such inspec- 
tions is a matter which is receiving the 
Board’s consideration at the present 
moment. 


I come now to the Question dealt with 
so ably by the right rev. Prelate, and I 
am sure all Members of this House will 
agree with every word he said. Lord 
Shuttleworth also asked some Questions 
on the subject, viz., with reference to 
infant mortalitv. The Board concur in 
the view that still-births should be 
registered, but an amendment of the 
law would be necessary for this purpose. 
They also think that an amendment of 
the law is desirable as to the certification 
of deaths, so as to make more stringent 
the requirements as to the obtaining of 
medical certificates and the investigation 
of cases where there is no certificate. 
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They have for some time past been con- 
sidering a measure for dealing with this 
matter, but there has been no oppor- 
tunity for legislation. As regards milk 
supply, urban and rural district councils 
are empowered to make regulations with 
regard to dairies, cowsheds, and milk 
shops dealing with the inspection of 
these places, regulating their ventilation, 
cleansing, ete., and other matters. The 
local authorities are not bound to make 
these regulations at present: they are 
only authorised to do so. But the 
Committee suggest that where they do 


not make regulations, their powers 
should pass to the county councils, and 


that in the last resort it should be the 
duty of the Local Government Board to 
intervene. It mav be observed, however, 
that out of 1,794 local authorities em- 
powered to make regulations under the 
Dairies, Cowsheds, and Milk Shops Order, 
no less than 1,255 have regulations in 
force in their district. As regards the 
suggested supersession of these bodies by 
the county council where the local 
authority do not make and _ enforce 
regulations, regard must be had to the 
friction which would almost certainly 
arise, especially where the defaulting 
authority was a borough or urban dis- 
trict council. In any case legislation 
would be necessarv to give effect to the 
recommendation of the Committee. 


{ think I have now dealt with most of 
the matters referred to, except that of the 
training of mothers, with reference to 
which Lord Shuttleworth asked some 
Questions. The Committee suggested 
that mothers should be trained in matters 
of hygiene and domestic economy. The 
Board have considered this subject, but 
there are difficulties in the way of local 
authorities undertaking the instruction 
of mothers in these matters, though some 
of them have undertaken it by means of 
health visitors, and there is an increasing 
tendency to make such appointments. 
The Board sympathise with action of the 
kind, but in the present state of the 
information on the subject they have not 
felt able to issue any circular with regard 
toit. With regard to the general question 
of giving further powers to sanitary 
authorities in connection with infant 
mortality, it may be observed that ad- 
vantage might possibly accrue if an 
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earlier notification of births could be 
secured, more especially in industrial 
areas, At present a birth need not be 
registered for six weeks, but if the sanitary 
authority are to intervene with a view to 
advising mothers, e.g., as to the feeding 
of a child, it is essential that they should 
have early notification of the birth—say 
within a period of forty-eight hours. To 
render such a notification compulsory 
legislation would be required. In some 
places it is understood that arrangements 
lave been made for a voluntary notifi- 
cation, but any proposal to make it 
compulsory would need careful considera- 
tion. In the event of such legislation 
being proposed, it would perhaps be 
advisable to make it in the first instance 
adoptive at the option of the local author- 
ity rather than general. 

zOn the question of rural housing, the 
Committee suggested that rural district 
councils should remedy the dearth of 
cottages by the exercise of their powers 
under Part III. of the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890, as amended 
by the Act of 1900. Rural councils 
‘an adopt Part III. with the consent of 
the county council, and can then provide 
cottages. They are reluctant to do so, 
but the Act ot 1903 enables the county 
council to supersede them if the parish 
council ask the county council to do so. 
The Board have called the attention of 
the rural district councils and county 
councils to their powers in this matter. 


With regard to adulteration, the C'om- 
mittee recommend that the Beard 
should be authorised to fix a standard 
of purity for all foods and drinks. 
The Board have considered _ this 
matter, and as a preliminary step have 
appointed a special food inspector to 
obtain information as to matters con- 
nected with adulteration, and to com- 
municate with and supervise the action 
of public analysts. 

1 hope that what I have said will show 
that the Local Government Board are 
considering the Report, and doing what 
they can to carry out such portions of 
it as do not require fresh legislation. 


*THe Earn o—F CREWE: My Lords, 
I feel that it is impossible not to sympa- 
thise with the two noble Lords who have 
just spoken, in view of the enormous 


Lord Kenyon. 
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range of the subject with which they 
have been attempting to deal. The 
fact is that any person trying to deal 
with this Report, if he does not take all 
knowledge as his province, must, at all 
events, take all social knowledge, because 
it deals with almost every conceival je 
social question that can confront a 
statesman of the present day. There 
are included the question of education, 
the question ot housing, the question ot 
overcrowding, the question of the bring- 
ing up of children, and a great number ot 
kindred subjects. But, in spite of that, 
we on this bench do not feel that the 
whole question has been dealt with in 
a very sympathetic spirit by either of 
the noble Lords who have spoken for 
the Government. In the first place, the 
Question raised by the noble Duke on the 
Cross Benches received, I think, rather 
a short shrift at the hands of the noble 
Marquess the President of the Board of 
Education. 


*THE Marquess o—r LONDONDERRY: 
I am afraid I must interrupt the noble 
Earl. I stated that we were not in a 
position to know how far: the pro- 
posals of the Fitz Roy Committee with 
regard to an anthropometrcal survey 
could be taken up; that if measure- 
ments were to be taken to the extent they 
propose it would have to be made com- 
pulsory; and that we were not in a 
position to bring in legislation to appoint 
an advisory council. 


*THE Earn or CREWE: I quite 
understand, but I do not gather that the 
Committee in their Report regarded it as 
absolutely certain that compulsion would 
be required. If my recollection is right, 
there was no evidence to show that 
serious objection would be taken by any 
large number of parents to such measure- 
ments as would be required for this 
purpose. I noticed with some approval 
the evidence of one witness, to the effect 
that pedantic accuracy ought not to be 
striven for, and that if general measure- 
ments could be obtained the result 
aimed at might be to a very great extent 
achieved. But I confess I was sorry that 
the noble Marquess threw such a jet of 
cold water on the recommendation of 
the noble Duke. What I think he really 
intended to convey was that in his 
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opinion, and in the opinion of those 
who advise him, such a survey would 
cost some money, and that they did not 
consider it was worth the money it 
would cost. 


As regards the other questions with 
which the noble Marquess dealt, I cheer- 
fully recognise that the Board of Educa- 
tion have made some very considerable 
and real attempts to deal with the minor 
matters recommended by the Committee. 
T will not occupy your Lordships’ time by 
coing through them, but it certainly does 
seem to be a welcome evidence of activity. 
| aiso agree with the noble Marquess that 
it is to be accounted for by the fact that 
an eminent official of his Department 
was one of those who were called upon to 
consider the question. 


But, my Lords, when we come to the 
questions affecting the Local Government 
Board, the field is too wide for me to 
attempt to deal with it at all. I rather 
regret that the noble Earl on the Cross 
senches—although I largely sympathise 
with his enthusiasm on this question— 
endeavoured to deal so fully as he did 
with the matter. I think if he had 
adopted the course taken the noble Duke 
and by my noble friend Lord Shuttle- 
worth, and had concentrated his attention 
and the attention of the House more 
particularly on one or two points, the 
result would have been more satisfactory, 
as it would have made it possible for His 
Majesty's Government to give a more 
detailed reply on the points raised. As 
it was, it was hardly possible for the 
noble Lord opposite to do anything else 
than give very brief, and I am afraid I 
must call them rather perfunctory, 
replies to a number of the Questions which 
were raised. I could wish, for instance, 
that the Government had found it possible 
to go a little more into detail on the 
question raised by the right rev. Prelate, 
and by my noble friend—the crucial and 
important question of infant mortality. 
I gladly recognise, however, that if the 
Departments are prepared to proceed 
with the provision for the earlier notifica- 
tion of births a very considerable step in 
advance will have been taken. I am 
hound to say that all through I was 
struck by both noble Lords saying in 
almost horror-stricken tones that legisla- 
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tion would be required to carry these 
proposals into effect. Well, what if it is ? 
After all, legislation is required for many 
things, and it seems to come with poor 
grace from noble Lords who have the 
whole time of both Houses of Parliament 
at their disposal that they should com- 
plain of the fact that legislation is re- 
quired in order to give effect to certain 
valuable provisions. What I hope is 
that the Departments concerned, and 
those in charge of them will take very 
careful note of the points upon which 
they have spoken to-day, and that they 
will register at all events an inward 
determination to bring forward at the 
earliest possible opportunity a Bill con- 
taining these provisions, which are un- 
doubtedly of great value in themselves. 


Deterioration. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
Lanspowne): My Lords, I do not desire 
to prolong this debate, and I rise merely 
for the purpose of repudiating as strongly 
as I can the idea that His Majesty’s 
Government regard the contents of this 
Report with indifference, or its recommen- 
dations without sympathy. I take it that 
the object of the noble Lords who have 
addressed us this evening is to obtain an 
assurance that this Blue-book is not going 
to meet with the fate of many Blue- 
books, and be pigeon-holed and forgotten. 
That assurance I am prepared to give, 
and I think the right rev. Prelate who 
spoke first this evening put the case in 
appropriate language when he expressed 
a hope that inquiry and investigation 
would not cease with the publication of 
this Report. But we do consider that 
further inquiry and further investigation 
will have to be made before many of these 
recommendations can be taken up. On 
many facts we desire fuller evidence than 
has vet been collected: we should be 
better assured that the proposed remedies 
will be appropriate to the disease, that 
they are remedies the patient will take, 
and for which the public will be ready to 
pay. 


We must, indeed, all have been struck 
by the vastness of the programme 
which has been put before us by the 
Inter-departmental Committee. 1 will 
not attempt to enumerate the fifty-four 
subjects dealt with in the Report. They 
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have to do with the housing and distribu- 
tion of the population of this country ; 
they have to do with the regulation of 
factories, shops, and mines ; they have to 
do with education, with the hygienic 
condition of the houses of the poorer 
classes, with disease, and drink; and, 
lastly, with the great question of the 
collection of statistics dealing with these 
important subjects. That is, as I have 
said, an immense programme, and I am 
bound to say it is a programme which 
to my mind extends considerably beyond 
the scope within which it was originally 
proposed that the Committee should con- 
fine its labours. There is a certain amount 
of mystery as to the origin of the ex- 
panded instruction under which the Com- 
mittee set to work ; it is not quite clear 
whether it first saw the light during 
the last moments of the noble Duke’s 
official career, or in the first moments 
of my noble friend’s term of office ; but, 
whoever was the parent, the Committee 
proved itself a most vigorous bantling, 
and proceeded on its career with an 
energy and courage that must command 
admiration. 


One thing wil] not be disputed by the 
Committee itself, that when it was 
first appointed it 
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this Report had occupied the attention of 
the Board of Education. 


THE Marquess or LONDON- 
DERRY : Had all been acted upon. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE : 
And had all been acted upon. In the 
same way my noble friend who repre- 
sents the Local Government Board wes 
able to show that at many points matters 
comprised within the Report of the 
had been administratively 
dealt with. Therefore, my Lords, I do 
not think that we are open to the charge 
of having brushed aside the recom- 
mendations of the Committee, and I am 
very glad in closing the debate to assure 


| the House that we shall certainly bear 





;to a 


in mind what the Committee have 
reported ; and that we recognise the 
value of its services in directing the 
attention of the public and Parliament 
number of most vital points 
affecting to the root the well-being ot 
the people of this country. 


*THe Duke oF DEVONSHIRE: My 


| Lords, I do not think there can be any 


'doubt on the point of the two references 


was intended that | 


its investigations should be preliminary | 
| reference came about, but I have no 


to a wider inquiry to be undertaken 
by a Royal Commission. The appoint- 


ment of the Committee arose, as the noble | 


‘doubt 


Duke has said, out of the conclusions he | 
had arrived at with regard to the physical | 


condition of the British Army, and from 
that it grew until instead of being a mere 


to the Committee. I have not a very 
accurate recollection of how the amended 


whatever that I was myself 
responsible for it. I have also a clear 
recollection that the original reference 
and the proposal to appoint a Committee 
were submitted to the Cabinet, but I 


‘could not undertake absolutely to assert 


inquiry preliminary to a larger inquiry, 


it, perhaps in spite of itself, became 
seized of a number of subjects sufficient 


that the extended terms of reference 
were also submitted to the Cabinet. It 


|is quite possible that in the press of 


to have afforded work, not for one Royal | 


Commission, but for half-a-dozen Royal 
Commissions. It seems to me to follow 


business at the close of the session that 


| formality may have been omitted, and I 


/am prepared to undertake responsibility 


from that that we must proceed with a | 


certain amount of caution in 


mittee ; and I think it is perhaps a little 


hard that after the statements made on | 


behalf ofthe three Departments concerned 
there should be complaint that the 
subjects have not been more vigorously 
dealt with. My noble friend who has 


charge of the Education Department was 
able to tell your Lordships that every one 
of the ten educational points dealt with in 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


acting | 
upon the recommendations of the Com- | 
'which the noble Marquess referred to 


for the extension of the terms of the 
original reference. I am extremely in- 
debted for the sympathetic manner in 


the recommendation to which I chiefly 


| called attention, and I trust that in the 


| further 


| the 


consideration intended to be 
given to the Report that essential point, 
collection of accurate statistics, 
will not be abandoned. Difficulties there 


'are, I admit, but I am sure they will 


not be found insuperable. 
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QUIT AND CROWN RENTS (IRELAND). 


Lorp CASTLETOWN rose “‘To move for 
a Return showing all sums received for 
the redemption and purchase of quit and 
Crown rents in Ireland since 1897; and, 
if possible, an approximate Return of the 
amount likely to be received for redemp- 
tion of quit and Crown rents out of the 
£25,000,000 purchase money already 
hypothecated for sale ofland to 
tenants in Ireland; and to ask whether 
any instructions have been issued to the 
Commissioners of Woods and Forests to 
purchase or acquire ‘land or heredita- 
ments’ under Section 4 of the Land Act, 
1903, and under the provisions of the 
Crown Lands Act, 1829.” 


Quit and Crown 


The noble Lord said: My Lords, as 
the Motion and Question standing in my 
name On the Paper may appear rather 
complicated, I will in a few words explain 
ty reasons for puttingthemdown. Two 
years ago I asked for a similar Return, 
and was told that if I pressed for it I 
should be able to get it; but at the 
same time my noble friend Lord Spencer 
called me to order—quite rightly, I 
believe—because I asked some Questions 
connected with a Bill which was then in 
the other House, and which is now the 
frish Land Act of 1903. Therefore I did 
not then press for a Return, but I ask 
to-night that the Return standing in my 
name on the Paper should be given. 


Section 4 of the Act of 1903 enables 
land to be bought by the State and 
iivested in trustees for improvement, 
afforestation, and other purposes. To 
make my point clear I will quote one or 
two sentences from the reply that was 
given to me in 1903 on this subject by 
the Karl of Denbigh. The noble Earl 
sald— 

“Under the Crown Lands Act, 1829, the 
sums received under the heads refered to must 
he invested in the purchase of lands and 
hereditaments, or the redemption of charges 
or incumbrances on land already belonging 
to the Crown. ” 


At the end of his Answer Lord Denbigh 
used these words— 


‘Moreover, by attempting to ear-mark those 
funds for the definite purposes of investment 


in Ireland you would be giving away the | 


principle that Crown lands are not the property 
of the particular district in which they are 
situated, but the property of the nation as 
a whole. ” 
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We have to deal with Section 4 of the 
Act of 1903, with the remarks made by 
the noble Earl, and with the obvious 
intentions of the Crown Lands Act of 
1829. It is manifest that the Commis- 
sioners of Woods and Forests now have 
power to buy land under Section 4, and 
that they might be induced to ear-mark 
the utilisation of those funds which are 
now coming in by the redemption of 
quit and Crown rents for the particular 
county from which they come. 

Another point which bears upon this 


is the origin of quit and Crown rents. 
They arose, as a rule, from licences 


given by the Crown to those who 
had iaken confiscated land, and who 
paid a quit rent to the Crown 


for that land. These people denuded 
the lands of the forests which were on 
them, and the lands are now being sold 
by the present proprietors under the 
Act, of 1993, and the quit and Crown 
rents or licences are being redeemed and 
invested in a capital sam by the Com- 
missioners of Woods and Forests. I 
think it is now possible for the Com- 
missioners »£ Woods and Forests to 
acquire lands under Section + of the Act, 
and, by utilising the clauses of the 
Crown Lands Act, carry out the policy 
laid down in the Act of 1903, and make 
a really sound scheme of State affores- 


tation. They can do that, I[ think, 
without impinging in any Way on 


Treasury finance or asking for any grant, 
and also without any fresh legislation. 
I therefore ask the noble Lord whether 
he can grant the Return and also answer 
the Question standing in my name on 
the Paper. 


Moved, “ That there be laid before the 
House a Return showing all sums 
received for the redemption and purchase 
of quit and Crown rents in Ireland since 
1897.”—( Lord Castletown.) 


*Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Lord Winpsor): My Lords, 
there is no difficulty whatever in giving 
my noble friend the Return which he 
asks for in the first part of his Question. 
As he is aware, a Return was made in 
1902 to the other House of Parliament, 
and figures were given showing that 


' between 1898 and 1902 a total sum of 
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£75,741 had been received at that time 


from these quit rents. I have the figures 
of the next three years with me. The 
sums received for the redemption of quit 
rents, etc., in Ireland in the year ended 
March 31st, 19038, was £17,832; in the 
year ended March 31st, 1904, £9,015; 
and in the year ended March 31st, 1905, 
£16,136; making, with the figures of the 
former term, a total since March 31st, 
1897, of £118,724. If my noble friend 
would like that Return in complete form 
given to the House there would be no 
objection whatever in laying it. 


Then, in the Question, my noble friend, 
asks for an approximate Return of the 
amount hkely to be received for redemp- 
tion of quit and Crown rents out of the 
£25,000,000 purchase money already 
hypothecated for sale of land to tenants 


in Ireland. I am _ instructed that 
there are not sufficient materials at 
present available for estimating the 


amount likely to be received for the 
redemption under this heading. I am 
sure he will understand that there 
is difficulty is estimating what such a 
sum as that is likely to amount to. He 
has suggested that under Section 4 of the 
Land Act of 1903 all these quit rents 
coming to the Crown might be utilised 
for the purpose of purchasing land for 
afforestation, but the purpose to which 
the monies of the Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests are devoted seem to 
be of an entirely different nature from 
this. The Commissioners of Woods and 
Forests consider that the monies under 
their administration should be invested 
in land, giving some return in the shape 
of rents, I am informed that it would 
be departing a considerable way from 
the policy of the Commissioners, even 
ifit were possible to do so, for land to be 
purchased which would give no return 
for a considerable time, upon which large 
sums of money weuld have to be spent, 
and inconnection with which the return, 
if any, would be somewhat problematical. 


No instructions have been issued to 
the Commissioners to purchase or acquire 
land or hereditaments under Section 4 of 
the Irish Land Act. This section con- 
templates advances to private trustees to 
enable them to make purchases for the 
purposes mentioned in the section, The 
Commissicners «f Woods and For:sts do 


Lord Windsor. 
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not require advances for any purchases 
that they may make. They invest the 
money which they have for investment 
under the Crown Lands Act ef 1829, and 
the difficulty probably lics in departing 
from the policy which they have pursued 
under that Act. I may mention the fact 
that the Commissioners have recently, I 
believe this year, invested £10,000 in the 
purchase of land in Ireland, but not for 
afforestation purposes; and should, in 
their opinien, suitable occasions offer in 
the future, I believe that further pur- 
chases will be made. 


On Question, Motion agreed to; and 
ordered accordingly. 


THE FLOGGING OF CHINAMEN. 

*Lorp COLERIDGE rose * To ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, having regard to his statement 
in this Honse on May 16th, 1905, his at- 
tention has been called to the evidence of 
Mr. Stewart, late compound manager of 
the Creesus Mine, at the inq-est in 
Johannesburg on the death of Mr. A. 
Bradley, as reported in the Johannesburg 
Star of June 23rd, 1905, in which he is 
reported to have said, ‘ where he had con- 
sidered the Chinamen wrong he had in 
many cases flogged them; it was against 
the law to flog them, but he had done so’ ; 
and whether any action has been taken 
in the matter, and, if not, whether His 
Majesty s Government propose to take 
any action, and, if not, why not.” 


The noble and learned Lord said: My 
Lords, on May 16th this year I asked the 
noble Duke for information with regard 
to the suspicions I entertained as to 
flogging taking place in the Chinese 
compounds in South Africa. The noble 
Duke referred me to a statement made by 
Lord Milner. He also said it was illegal— 
which I knew—for any flogging to take 
place in compounds; that all floggings 
had to be imposed by a magistrate and 
sanctioned by a Court, and that as it 
was illegal it was impossible. At the 
time the noble Duke spoke there appeared 
in a well-known newspaper at the Cape— 
the Licensed Victuallers’ Gazette, dated 
April 29th—a long account of a visi! 
to the compounds on the Rand, and I 
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will give the noble Duke a few extracts 
from this account — 


‘In one compound that [ visited there were, 
say, 2,500 coolies, of whom 60 per cent. have 
had a ‘ licking’ since their arrival.” 


Continuing, the writer says— 


“Let us take one typical morning’s work. 
Twenty coolies are lined up outside the com- 
pound manager's office. They are marched in 
one by one by Chinese policemen and charged. 
The charge may be anything—from malinger- 
ing to opium-smoking, or failing to report after 
a shift. The sentence usually varies from five 
to fifty strokes. These are administered vati- 
ously. On one compound that [ visited the 
punishment is carried out most expeditiously. 
‘Ten, says the compound manager, speaking 
in Chinese, and the unhappy coolie walks to 
another part of the same room between two or 
three Chinese policemen to take his gruel. 
The coolie lowers his pantaloons, falls flat on 
the boards (face downwards), and ‘ prepares to 
receive the enemy.’ One policeman keeps his 
head in position, another his feet. The Lord 
High Executioner armed with a whip—a piece 
of leather three inches wide attached to a 
wooden handle about three feet long—then 
metes out the punishment. 
stroke the coolie will probably groan and wail, 
but immediately after the last he is brought to 
his feet, and with acoup de derricre from a 


policeman’s No.9 boot he is sent about his | 


business.” 


He went to another compound and 


After the second | 
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|there was this paper circulated in the 


colony with this account in it. What I 


| wish to ask the noble Duke is whether 


described what took place there. In| 


one case he says— 


| ment 


“the sentence was two whippings of | fifty | 
lashes each.” 
THE UNDER-SECRETARY — or 


STATE ror THE COLONIES (The Duke 
of MARLBOROUGH): Will the noble and 
learned Lord give me the name of his 
informant ? 


Lorp COLERIDGE: 


anonymous. 


The account is 
The writer continues— 


“These whippings were administered in 
public. And in this case the victim did really 
and truly weep. The number of whippings 
varies according to the temperament of the 
compound managers. Some believe implicitly 
in their police and headmen ; they accept their 
stories, and act accordingly. Others listen 
carefully to both sides and (provided they 
know the language well enough) give the 
accused coolies the fairest play. On some mines 
the strap is not used. Instead, a cane is laid 
across the shoulders at the rate of about three 
cuts per second; but of course the number of 
strokes is much greater than when the leather 
Jash is applied.” 


That account is anonymous, and I am 
not saying it is correct. I am saying 


|and finding out for themselves. 


any heed was taken of that account, 
and any attempt made to find out who 
wrote it; whether it was true; or 
whether there was any foundation for it. 
At this time the Government were 
asserting that no such thing took place. 
and down to July 13th the Colonial 
Secretary had stated in. the House of 
tommons that he had no information 
of any kind on the subject. 

Now the attention of His Majesty's 
Government has been directed to an 
account of an inquest which appeared 
in the Johannesburg Star of June 23rd ; 
and in that report a Mr. Stewart, who 
was called, stated upon oath that— 

“Where he had considered the Chinamen 
wrong he had in many cases flogged them ; 
it was against the law to flog them, but he 
had done so.” 


That witness was the late compound 
manager of the Croesus Mine. In the 
face of that statement, the Colonial 
Secretary had to admit that illegal flogging 


/was being practised in the compounds. 


[ wish to ask why these things escape 
the attention of His Majesty’s Govern- 
and why it is left to private 
Members in one or the other House of 
Parliament to draw attention to these 
scandals, The Wovernment have every 
opportunity of obtaining this information 


They 


| were asked whether these things were 


| going 


|; weTe 


they 
left 


and assured 


Why, I 


on, 
not. 


us 


ask, is. it 


| to private Members to ascertain and, if 





1 may say so, expose the illegal:ties now 
admitted to be practised in the com- 
pounds ? 


Mr. W. Evans, superintendent of the 
Foreign Labour Department in Johan- 
nesburg, was very indignant at the allega- 
tion of slavery (page 84, Cd. 2401). He 
pointed out that the cry of slavery had 
touched him personally, for he had been 
for over twenty years a member of the 
Civil Service in the Straits Settlements 
and had been closely in touch with 
Chinese, and he submittei that the 
record of his service ought to disprove 
any allegation of the existence of slavery. 
Why has not Mr. Evans discovered these 


that at the time the noble Duke spoke | practices? No doubt he is desirous of 
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repudiating any sympathy with such 
practices as these, but what has taken 
place I think shows that Mr. Evans has 
singularly neglected his duty, or in some 
way or other has not been able to com- 
mand the information that his post ought 
to enable him to obtain. I have no 
doubt that the noble Duke will say that 
such practices have not the sanction of 
His Majesty's Government, and that so 
far as the Government are concerned 
they shall be put down: but I can assure 
the noble Duke that unless greater efforts 
are made to obtain the truth in the 
future than have been made in the past 
they are likely to continue. 


THE Duke oF MARLBOROUGH: 
My Lords, before I reply to the specific 
Questions which the noble and learned 
Lord has put on the Paper, perhaps 
I may deal for a moment’ with 
one or two of the observations which 
fell from him. He expressed regret 
that on May 16th when we last de- 
bated this question of the treatment 
of the Chinese coolies I then stated 
that, as far as our official informa- 
tion went, there were no cases of un- 
authorised flogging. The noble and 
learned Lord reminded me that on April 
28th a newspaper circulating in the 
colony furnished a long account of gross 
outrages inflicted on the Chinese, and he 
said that it was remarkable that the 
Colonial Office was not aware of the state- 
ment. The noble Lord must remember 
that it takes three weeks for a paper to 
reach this country from South Africa, 
and it would have been impossible for us 
to be in possession of that particular 
paper on the day that I addressed the 
House. 


The noble and learned Lord expressed 
regret that we were not more fully aware 
of these anonymous statements made in 
the Press of South Africa. The noble 
and learned Lord is perfectly well aware 
that the Secretary of State has frequently 
stated that he would be only too willing 
to inquire into any specific case brought 
forward and in which it could be shown 


that illegal flogging had been administered | 


to Chinamen. My right hon. friend 
will be perfectly 
thoroughly into such a case and in- 
vestigate it. But in the case of vague 


and indefinite stories by gentlemen who 
Lord Coleridge. 
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| write in the Press without giving their 
‘names as to illegal floggings having 
been administered, it is very difficult; to 
trace their origin. The High Commis- 
sioner has been requested on many 
occasions to endeavour to ascertain 
whether the general statements made 
had any foundation in fact, and it has 
always been found practically impos- 
sible to trace the original instances on 
which those general statements were 
made. aa 
The noble and learned Lord. twitted 
His Majesty’s Government with the fact 
that they were not fully aware of the 
general statements that had _ been cir- 
culated, and he mentioned a statement 
which was made on June 24th and 
reported in the Johannesburg Star. That 
statement has only been in the pos- 
| session of the Colonial Office a few days, 
but long before the noble Lord had put 
his Question on the Paper we had 
communicated with South Africa in 
order to try to ascertain whether there 
was any truth in that statement. 
We did not wait until the noble and 
learned Lo:d had raised the question, or 
until it was raised in another place. We 
are perfectly prepared to give the noble 
and learned Lord every information we 
can with regard to specific cases. Our 
attention has been drawn to the fact 
that this late compound manager said 
that he had in many cases flogged China- 
men and that he knew he had done it 
in contravention of the law. It seems, 
undoubtedly, that an illegality has been 
committed, and I need scarcely assure 
the noble and learned Lord that the 
, Secretary of State is quite determined to 
put the practice down. The noble 
and learned Lord is anxious to 
know what action we are going to 
take in this particular matter. We are 
‘in telegraphic communication with 
Lord Selborne, who is thoroughly alive 
to the importance and gravity of 
the matter, and, no doubt, the considera- 
tion of this particular question will form 
the subject of a recommendation from the 
High Commissioner to the Secretary of 
State, and it will then be for the Secretary 
| of State to decide how far he will be able 
| to accept any recommendation made to 
| him. The Government will certainly not 


| depart trom the principle they have laid 
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down that Chinamen shall not 
flogged except according to law; that is 
to say, that no Chinaman shall receive 
corporal punishment unless a sentence 
has been passed upon him by a magistrate 
and confirmed by the Supreme Court. 


Private 


EarRL SPENCER: My Lords, I think 
the noble Duke’s Answer is somewhat 
unsatisfactory, so far as it touches 
on the difficulty of dealing with 
anonymous representations. I did not 
gather clearly from it that the Secretary 
of State did take notice of those 
statements, I maintain that the Govern- 
ment, in dealing with the state of 
things that exist in South Africa, are 
bound to find out for themselves 
whether rumours circulated in the papers 
are true or not. Both I and my noble 
friend behind me have had a great many 
such cases to deal with in Ireland, and 
we always felt bound to find out whether 
they were true or not and to deal with 
them accordingly, I now come to the 
other part of the noble Duke’s Answer. 
I recognise with satisfaction that the 
Government have taken steps to com- 
municate with the High Commissioner 
with regard to this statement, and that 
the Secretary of State is determined to 
see that the law is carried out. I think, 
however, the noble Duke was rather 
vague as to what was to pass between 
the High Commissioner and the Sccretary 
of State. It is somewhat strange that 
the High Commissioner has no power 
himself to deal with a case so flagrant as 
that mentioned in the Question. 


Tue Duxe or MARLBOROUGH : 
The man is no longer a compound 
manager, 
SPENCER : 


EARL He has been re- 


moved ? 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH : 


He left some time ago. 


Eart SPENCER: Then there may be 
a difficulty ; but I am surprised that the 
High Commissioner has no power him- 
self to deal with these cascs without 
reference home. I was glad to hear 
from the noble Duke of the feeling of 
horror entertained at the Colonial Office 
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I will only add 
that we on this side of the House have 
often been subjected to attacks for the 
way in which we have met the proposal 
to introduce Chinese labour into the 
Transvaal, but I confess that cases of the 
kind to which atteation has been drawn 
amply justify, in my opinion, the opposi- 
tion we made at the time. 


House aljourned at Eight o’clock, 
till To-morrow, a quarter 
past Four o’cleck. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 20th July, 1905. 


The House metat Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


Bingor (County Down) Water and 
Improvement Bill [Lords]. As amended, 
to be considered ‘l'o-morrow., 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District Coun- 
cil Bill [Lords]. As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made; Bill to be read the 
third time. 


Matlock Bath Improvement Bill [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


Littlehampton Urban District Council] 
Bill [Lords] (by Order). Consideration, 
as amended, deferred till Monday next. 


Wigan Corporation Bill. Ordered, That, 
in the case of the Wigan Corporation Bill, 
Standing Orders 84, 214, 215, and 239 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now taken 
into Conside ation.—(Lhe Chairman of 
Ways and Means.) 


Bill, as amended, accordingly con- 
sidered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
38D 
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now read the third time.—(The Chairman 
of Ways and Means.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


North East London Railway Bill. 
Ordered, That Standing Order 243 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read 
the third time.—(The Chairman of Ways 
and Means.) 


(King’s Consent signified). Bill accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords]. Read the third 
time, and passed, with an Amendment. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(Poor Law) (No. 2) Bill. Read the third 
time, and passed. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords] (by Order), Con- 
sideration, as amended, deferred till 
Tuesday next. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Midland 
Railway Bill, with Amendments. 


PETITION. 


—_—. 


UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BILL. 
Petition from Hackney, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


[INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Rules and Pro- 
gramme of Examinations for 1906 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 249.] 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (UNITED 
KINGDOM). 

Copy presented, of Statistical Abstract 
for the United Kingdom in each of the 
last fifteen years from 1890 to 1904, 
Fifty-second Number [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 
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Reports, de. 
RAILWAY RETURNS. 


Copy presented, of Returns of the 
Capital, Traffic Receipts, and Working 
Expenditure of the Railway Companies 
of the United Kingdom for the year 1904 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


BANKRUPTCY. 

Copy presented, of Twenty-second 
General Annual Report by the Board of 
Trade under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 250.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS (EXCESSES), 1903-4. 

Copy presented, of a Statement of the 
Sum required to be voted in order to make 
good an Excess on the Grant for Diplo- 
matic and Consular Buildings for the year 
ended on March 31st, 1904 [by Command] ; 
Referred tothe Committee of Supply, and 
to be printed. [Ne. 251.] 


CIVIL SERVANTS (RETIREMENT AT THE 
AGE OF SIXTY-FIVE). 

Return presented, rela‘iv> thereto 
[ordered July 18th; Mr. Victor Caven- 
dish]; to lie upon ‘he Table, and to be 
printed], [No. 252.1 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presnted, of Diplomatic and 
Con ular Rep rts, Annual Series, No. 
3443 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Caledonian Canal. Copy of One- 
hundredth Report of the Commissioners 
[by Act]; to be printed. [No. 253.] 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS (CON- 
TRACTS). 

Reiuri ordered, “of all contracts 
made in the United Kingdom for manu- 
factured articles by the several Govern- 
ment Departments in the year ending 
March 31st, 1905, either with contractors 
outside the United Kingdom or with con- 
tractors or agents who obtain the articles 
from Abroad (in continuation of Parlia- 
m-niary Paper, No. 318, Session 1904) 
—(Sir Howard Vincent.) 
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TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 


Ireland, and the Channel Islands, con- 
taining, in columns, the names of the 
Officers, their respective salaries, and 
other allowances, if any; the amount of 
security each gives; the annual expenses 
of management, inclusive of all payments 
and salaries, for the year ended November 
20th, 
annum on the capital of the Bank for the 
expenses of management; the rate of 
interest paid to Depositors on the various 
amounts of deposit, and the average 
tate of interest on all accounts; the 


number of accounts remaining open; the | 
total amount owing to Depositors; the | 


total amount invested with the Com- 
missione's for the Reduction of the 
National Debt; the balance in the hands 
of the Treasurer at November 20th, 1904 ; 
the total amount of the separate Surplus 
Fund on November 20th, 1904; other 
assets, including estimated value of 
Bank premises, furniture, etc. ; the total 
assets; the total amount of Govern- 
ment Stock standing to the credit of 
Depositors; the number and amount of 
annuities granted; and the average cost 
of each transaction; also the year in 
which business commenced in each Bank, 
and the name of the day or days, and 
the number of hours in the week, ona 
which the Banks are open for the deposit 
and withdrawal of moneys; including in 
such Return a list of all such Savings 
Banks as, under the provisions of the Act 
26 Vic. c. 14, or otherwise, have been 
closed and have transferred their funds, 
or any part thereof, to the Post Office 
Savings Banks; showing, in each Case, 
the number of such Banks, as well as 
t e number and amount of Depositors’ 
accounts so transferred, and the amount 
of compensation, if any, made to all or 
any of the Officers of such Banks re- 
spectively ; and showing also the years 
in which such Banks were respectively 


1904; the rate per centum per) 
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Islands, and for the United Kingdom; 
and (2) for the vear ending November 
20th, 1904, showing the total number of 
Depositors in Trustee Savings Banks; 
the total number of deposits; the average 
amount of each deposit account; the 
average sums paid in and drawn out; 
the total number of persons who have 
deposited in single sums the entire 
amount allowed to be deposited during 
the year (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No, 224, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. 


' Mount.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Issue of eee in Dublin Licensing 
ases. 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin Har- 
bour) : To ask the! Chief Secretary to the 


, Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 


the practice of the Commissioners of 
the Dublin Metropolitan Police to issue 
summonses in licensing cases without any 
examination of the circumstances beyond 
the mere reading of the reports of the 
officers of police; and whether, having 
regard to the number of cases dismissed, 
he will make an order that in future 


‘the solicitor specially appointed to act 


opened and closed, and the number and | 


amount of their Depositors’ balances, and 
the number of days and hours in each 
week on which the same Banks were 
open for public business at the close 
of the year next preceding the date of 
such closing; distinguishing the same, as 
in the Return, for each separate county, 


as well as collectively, for England and 


for the police should be consulted so as 
to prevent cases of a doubtful or trivial 
character being brought on, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
facts of each case are carefully con- 
sidered before a prosecution is instituted. 
There has been no increase in the 
proportion of cases dismissed, and it is 
not the case, as suggested, that summonses 


{are issued in trival or doubtful cases, 


The Answer to the latter inquiry is in the 
negative. 


Evicted Tenants in County Kerry. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether Mr. 
Fitzgerald Day, of Camp, county Kerry, 
has sold his lands; and, if so, whether, 
seeing that there are three evicted 
tenants, Ellen Scannell, Martin Crean, and 
Patrick O’Connor, who have not been 
enabled to purchase their holdings, the 


3 D2 
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Estates Commissioners will refuse to 
declare this an estate until those tenants 
have purchased. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) No 
proceedings for the sale of this estate 
have been instituted before the Estates 
Commissioners. 


Defences and Garrisons at Halifax and 
Esquimault, 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, F.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whetl.er His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment has accepted the proposals of the 
Dominion Government to take over, on 


certain conditions, the entire control of , 


the Halifax defences and garrison on 
July Ist, and that of Esquimault 
on July Ist, 1906, meanwhile defraying 
its entire cost; and whether the corre- 
spondence that has passed between the 
two Governments will be laid before 
Parliament. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
His Majesty’s Government have accepted 
the proposals of the Dominion Govern- 
ment as to taking over the defences and 
garrisons a! Halifax and Esquimault. 
The correspondence on the subject will 
be presented to Parliament, 


Destruction of Papers Relating to War 
Stores. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down,S8.): Toask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been called to 
the statement of Sir Fleetwood Wilson at 
the War Stores Commission to the effect 
that the cause of the disappearance of 
the missing papers was that a rat got into 
the store in which the papers were kept, 
and that the medical officer ordered the 
destruction of the papers in order to 
prevent a plague; whether he can 
state if the medical officer’s report was 
verbal or written; and whether he can 
communicate the details to the House. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyitelton.) 
The detai!s im connection with the 
matter 1eferred to have already been 
communicated to the House in reply toa 
Qucstion put by the hon. Member for 
South Donegal on February 8thf, 1904, to 
which I have nothing to add. 
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| Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow): To 

| ask the Secretary of State for War if the 

new short rifle has been abandoned; and 

if the following defects have been found: 
that the magazine jams; that the balance 
is bad; that the metal is too soft, r. sult- 
ing in the barrel being permeated with 
corrosive gas. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The new short rifle has not 
been abandoned. A small defect in the 
magazine spring has recently been 
reported and a modification introduecd 
to remedy it. The reply as regards the 
two other alleged defects isin the nega- 
tive. 


Trials of the Short Rifle. 

Mr. HUNT: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
fact that after the first trial of the short 
rifle under the direction of Sir William 
Butler the report upon it was unfavour- 
able, he will explain why a second trial 
was ordercd. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arneld- 
Forster.) It is regretted that the ground 
for the hon, Member’s Question is not 
understood. No trial of the short rifle 
under the direction of Sir William Butler 
can be traced. 


Efficiency of Volunteer Officers. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucestcr- 
shire, Stroud): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can state what 
measures he proposes to take to enable 
Volunteer officers to make them-elves 
more efficient in view of the fact that 
the usefulness of the Volunteer forc> 
generally depends very largely upon the 
efficiency of the officers. 


(Answered by Mr. Secre'ary Arnold- 
Forster.) |The general question of pro- 
moting the efficiency of Volunteer officers 
is receivin: careful consideration, and I 
am not at present in a position to make 
‘any definite statement as to the deta'led 
‘measures which it may be considered 
advisable to carry out. 
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Treatment of Children Awaiting Trial. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he will cause instructions 
to be issued to the Metropolitan Police 
within tie county of London that all 
children arrested on Saturdays and 
holidays, or at such time that they 
cannot at once be brought before the 
magistrate, shall be taken to one of the 
remand homes provided by the Metro- 
politan Asylums Board, and thus save 
the children from being detained in the 
police cells for any time. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) As I stated in my Answer to 
a Question asked by my right hon. 
friend the Member for Oxford University, 
on July 18tht, 1904, I cannot, under the 
existing law, give the instruction which 
the hon. Member sugge ts. The police 
have no power to take children to a re- 
mind home until they have been brought 
before a magistrate and remanded, 
I may say, however, that when children 
are arrested too late to be brought before 
& magistrate, or on a day when the 
Courts are not sitting, they are invariably 
released on bail, if that course is possible ; 
and that if their detention in the police 
cells is unavoidable, care is taken to pre- 
vent their coming in any way into contact 
with adult criminals. 


Nursing of Sick Poor in Workhouses. 


{20 Juny 1905} 
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with the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee, and an Order dealing with the 
subject is in preparation. 


Payment of School Teachers’ Salaries. 

Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
N.): To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that certain 
of the auditors of the Board have in- 
formed local education authorities that it 
is irregular for them to pay on the date 
in July when the schools close for the 
summer holidays those salaries which fall 
due on the 3lst July for the previous 
month or quarter; and whether, having 
regard to the long-established custom, 
and to the convenience of all concerned, 
he can state that no unfortunate 
consequences will attend the following of 
the practice this year; and whether, also, 
he can suggest any method by which 
irregularity and inconvenicnce may be 
avoided in future years. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I 
am aware that attention has been called 
to this matter in some of the reports to 
local education authorities made by one 
of the district auditors. The Local 
Government Board have expressed the 
view that it is competent to a local 
education authority to make it one of 
the conditions of employment of a teacher 
that his salary should in circumstances 


, of the kind mentioned in the Question 


Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): | become payable in advance, and in order 
To ask she President of the Local | to avoid difficulty at the audit they have 


(rovernment Board whether his attention 
has been drawn to the condition of the 
nursing of the sick poor in the work- 
houses, especially in those which contain 
only a small number of such inmates ; 
what action has been taken, in accordance 
with the recommendations of the De- 
p.rtmental Committee which reported on 
this subject in November, 1902; and 
whether he can give au assurance that 
early steps will be taken to carry out 
those recommendations. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
Aiter the Report of the Departmental 
Committee was issued a considerable 
number of representations were re- 
ceived by the Department in connection 


+ See (4) Debates, exxxviii., 258. 





sanctioned payments made in advance, 
in so far as they might be open to ob- 
jection on the ground of the absence of 
such a condition, at the same time saying 
that the matter should be put on a 
proper footing for the future. The 
Board would be prepared to take the 
same course in respect of the preset 
year in any other similar cases. 


Separation of Church and State in France 
—British Subjects Affected. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
could state the number of British sub- 
jects owning Church property in France 
who would be affected in case the Bill 
for the separation of Church and State 
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in’ France became law, and the religious 
denominations to which they belonged ; 
and whether any steps have been taken 
in order to safeguard their interests, 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) His Majesty’s 
Embassy in Paris have ascertained that 
no British subjects would be affected by 
the passage of the Bill, the object of 
which is to suppress the ‘‘ Budget of 
Public Worship,” no part of which can 
be assigned to persons who are not French. 


Chinese Government and the Mackay 
Treaty. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether a reply has been re- 
ceived to the telegram sent by the 
Foreign Office early in May to His 
Majesty’s Minister at Peking asking 
him to obtain a detailed statement of 
the complaints of a large number of 
British merchants in China that the 
Government of China ignores the Mackay 
Treaty, rendering the same ineffective 
in most essentials, and that the Govern- 
ment of China actively opposes the 
stipulations of that treaty as to currency, 
mining taxation, and navigation. 


(Answered by Eal Percy.) A_ reply 
has been received from His Majesty’s 
Minister at Peking, who has reported 
that he is sending home with his com- 
ments a detailed statement of the com- 
plaints of British merchants at Shanghai. 


Chinese Coolies in British North Borneo. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he will take steps to 
ascertain the number of Chinese coolies 
imported into British North Borneo 
since the company’s charter was granted. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The in- 
formation asked for by the hon. Mem- 
ber could only be obtained by private 
inquiries on the spot. Perhaps the hon. 
Member will inform me if there are reasons 
which would appear to justily the ex- 
penditure of time and trouble in 
procuring it. 


Men Invalided from Malta Fever. 
Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
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he will state the number of men invalided 
from Malta fever annually for the ten 
years from 1895 to 1905; and whether 
any medical inquiry into the cause of 
Malta fever has been instituted. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) A 
Committee, including representatives of 
the Navy, Army, and Colonial Services, 
has been making inquiry since June, 1904, 
into the causation and life history of 
Malta fever, under the directions and 
auspices of the Royal Society. Much 
valuable information has been gained and 
has been published in interim Reports, 
which hold out strong hopes of this 
fever being in the future more success- 
fully grappled with than in the past. 
The number of men invalided is as 
follows :-— 

Year. Number of Invalids, 


107 gw Ck” CO 
1898 : ‘ . 149 
1899 3 * : 68 
1900 ‘ ° ‘ 188 
1901 ‘ ° ° 163 
1902 ' ‘ ; 250 
1903 . ‘ . 209 
1904 . ‘ . 191 
1905 (Return not yet complete.) 


Submarines—-Number of Men allowed on 
Board ia addition to Crew. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
Submarine A 8, at the timeof the recent 
casualty, had eight men on board in 
addition to her ordinary crew; if so, 
for what purpose ; and whether in future 
some limitation will be placed on the 
number of extra men permitted to go 
down in submarines. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) Men 
under training are invariably taken in 
addition to the proper crew in the boats 
running. A limitation as to the numbers 
taken in addition to crew already exists. 


Accidents to Submarines—Methods of 
Escape for Crews. 


Sir JOHN LENG: To ask the Seere- 
tary to the Admiralty whether, in view 
of the fatal disasters to British and 
French submarines, the Director of Nava] 








t First year in which Mediterranean fever 
was shown in the Reports as a distinct heading. 
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Construction will be requested to devise | 
methods of escape for the crews in cases | 
of accident. 


Questions. 


{20 Jury 1905} 


Questions. 1574 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
log book must be kept at the school, 


but there would be no objection to its 


|temporary removal when required at 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) No 
subject has been more carefully con- 
sidered at the Admiralty than this, and | 
if a practical fitting for this purpose can 
be designed it will certainly be fitted. 


Delay in Repairing Bridge over the 
Serpentine. 

Caprain JESSEL (St. Pancras, S.): 
To ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of. 
Works, whether he can explain the reason 
of the delay in repairing the bridge over 
the Serpentine ; and if he can state when | 
the work will be completed. | 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) It was | 
not advisable to commence the repairs 
to this bridge during the season, owing | 
to the obstruction which would be caused 
to the traffic. It is intended to com- 
mence them as soon as Parliament rises, | 
and to complete the work by some date 
in October. 


meetings of the managers or of the local 
education authority. 


Erection of Derrycroff Bridge on Mitchell 
Estate, County Mayo. 
Dr. 


AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


) Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 


tion has been called to a resolution of 
the Mayo County Council as to the 
necessity for the erection of the Derry- 
croft Bridge, on the Mitchell Estate, 
county Mayo, situate on the road leading 
rom Tourmakeady to Westport; and 
whether, seeing that it would benefit a 


| large number of people, he wil] use his 


influence with the Congested Districts 
Board with a view to its erection at 
once. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
proposed bridge would not be on any 
estate belonging to the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. It is understood that it 


_would be erected over a public road. 


Postmen Acting as Secretaries to Building | 
Societies. 


Sin THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- | 
lets, St. George’s) : To ask the Postmaster- 
General if he can see his way to rescind 
the order under which a postman is not 
allowed to act as secretary to a building | 
society. | 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am) 
afraid I do not see my way to rescind 
the rule in question, which for many 
reasons I consider a salutary one. 


Education Regulations— Removal of 

og Book. 

Mr. ERNEST GRAY: To ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether the terms of Schedule IV. (1) 
(a) of the Code of Regulations for. 
Public Elementary Schools prohibit the 
removal of the log book from the school 


The question of its erection is, therefore, 
for the county council to determine. 


Education of Children in Ceylon. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Commissioners appointed by 


' the Governor of Ceylon to inquire into 
| and report on the best method of increas- 


ing the education of coolie children, and 
the children of other labouring classes, in 
Ceylon, have completed their labours ; if 
not, when will their task be concluded, 
and a Report furnished. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The Governor informs me that the Com- 
mission is expected to report at the end 
of this month. 


Army Staff Appointments—Extension of 
Time of Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To ask 





to the place where the Mahagers or local the Secretary of State for War whether, 
education authority hold their usual | in yiew of the fact that, uncer the Royal 
meetings, or whether the prohibition, Warrant of 1890, the term of a staff 
applies only to the hours during which | appointment is limited to five years, he 
the school is open for the instruction | will explain why the Assistant Adjutant- 
of scholars, | General at the War Oflice who has 
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recently completed this period has been 
retained in his appointment, and for what 
period has he been given an extension ; and 
whether, seeing that this officer has served 
continuously on the staff at the War 
Office fora period of sixteen years, he 
will say what are the special circumstances 
for such exceptional preferment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) At the time of the appointment 
of the officer alluded to as Assistant 
Adjutant-General for Recruiting, the 
Royal Warrant laid down that the term 
of a staff appointment would be for five 
years, save under exceptional circum- 
stances. This ofticer, who lost a leg in 
Egypt in 1885, held the appointment at 
the time when, in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Esher Committee, 
a change was made in the organisation of 
the recruiting department, and in the 
exceptional circumstances then obtain- 
ing, the Army Council approved the ex- 
tension of his time for three years. 


Gambling Operations in Cotton. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the late official 
investigation of the American Govern- 
ment Department of Agriculture has 
shown that the bull and bear financial 
panies of 1900-1901, 1903-4, and again 
in 1905, which have occurred on the 
Liverpool and American Cotton Ex- 
changes during those years, were indirectly 
caused by the manipulation of the Govern- 
ment figures representing the various 
cotton reports, acreage, and estimates of 
yields, by officials of the American 
Government Department who were, it is 
alleged, in secret compact with the ex- 
change bulls and bears, and that it was 
their joint gambling operations in options 
and future fictitious contracts on the 
Liverpool and American Cotton Ex- 
changes that caused the dislocation of the 
cotton trade of the world generally and 
particulariy that of Lancashire ; and 
whether, in view of the effect of these 
gambling operations on other trades and 
railway stocks dependent upon the pros- 
perity of the cotton industry, he can 
inform the House what measure His 
Majesty’s Government intends to take to 
prevent a recurrence of the results of 
those gambling international operations. 
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Questions. 1376 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) I 
am advised that, apart from newspaper 
reports, there is no official informa- 
tion at the disposal of the Govern 
ment relating to the circumstances 
detailed in the Question. The Govern- 
ment do not contemplate submitting any 
proposals to Parliament upon the subject. 


Minister of Commerce. 

Mr. HOULT (Cheshire, Wirrall) : To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can now see his way to give 
effect to the proposal contained in His 
Majesty’s Gracious Speech from the 
Throne, with reference to the appointment 
of a Minister of Commerce. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) As 
stated at Question time to-day, it is pro- 
posed to bring in a Bill, which, however, 
van only pass as a non-contentious 
measure. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Deal Barracks Theatre. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cremarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary tothe Admiralty, 
in view of the fact that the theatre at 
Deal within the barrack walls is freely 
open to the public, on payment, without 
any kind of introduction, will he state 
whether steps are being taken to enforce 
the regulation that the theatre is not 
open to the public except by intro- 
duction, 


Tue SECRETARY To tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr, Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): There is no regulation restrict- 
ing admission to theatres in marine 
barracks, but as these theatres are 
situated within the barrack enclosure, no 
one can attend a performance without 
being first introduced into the barracks. 


Mr. WEIR: I can assure the hon. 
Gentleman that persons are admitted 
without introduction. I have been within 
the last three days. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: I suppose the 
appearance of the hon. Gentleman was 
such that the sentry did not think it 
right to stop him. IJ will take care he is 
not allowed thus to enter again. 
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Canada and Continental Emigrants. 

Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether his attention 
has been drawn to the contract con:luded 
between the Canadian Government and 
the Atlantic Trading Company, of 
Amsterdam, under which the Dominion 
agrees to pay one pound sterling for 
every Continental emigrant sent to 
Canada; whether he has any official 
information of similar contracts having 
been concluded with British shipping 
companies; and, if not, whether he will 
take any steps in connection with this 
preference given to a Continental ship- 
ping company in the importation of 
alien immigrants into Canada. 


{20 Juzy 1905} 





Mr CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): 


Is not this a question of purely domestic | 
| in the affirmative. 


policy, in which this House has no 
right to interfere with the action of the | 
Canadian Government? Is the right hon. | 
Gentleman also aware that this “subject | 
has been discussed in the Canadian House 
of C —— and that the course pursued | 
by the Canadian Government received | 
the approbation of a very large majority 
of the Members 2 





THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): The hon. 
Member for Galway has saved me the 
trouble of answering the Question on the 
Paper. Icould not have put my reply 
more incisively. 


Macedonian Financial Reforms. 

Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.): I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the system of 
Europ ean financial control in Macedonia, 
as outlined by Lord Lansdowne on March | 
28th, continues to be the policy of His 
Majesty’s Government; and, if so, 
whether pressure will be put upon the | 
Ottoman Government in order to secure 
the acceptance of that system without 
further delay. 








| 

Mr. LYELL: I beg also to ask the | 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign | 
Affairs if the Turkish Government has | 
declined to accept the system of European | 
control of Macedonian finance advocated 
by the Powers. | 


| circumstances 
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Captain ELLICE (St. Andrews 
Burghs): At the same time may I ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Sublime Porte has 
refused to adopt the scheme of inter- 
national control of the finances of Mace- 
donia; and what steps it is proposed to 
take in order to enforce compliance. 


Questions. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
Kensington, S.): I think the hon. Mem- 
ber’s Question was placed upon the Paper 
before the speech made by Lord Lans- 
downe in another place on Tuesday, in 
which he explained the system of financial 
control demanded by the Powers. The 
Turkish Government have declined to 
accept the system. The Answer to the 
first paragraph of the Question of the 
hon, Member for St. Andrews Burghs is 
As regards the last 
paragraph, it would be premature to make 
|any statement with regard to action 
which might become necessary in the 
event of a persistent refusal by the Porte 
to sanction measures which the Powers 
are unanimous in regarding as indispens- 
able for the tranquillity and good 
government of Eastern Europe. 


The Wattstown Colliery Disaster. 

Mr. T. RICHARDS (Monmouth- 
shire): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether, having 
regard to the number of lives lost in the 


| disaster which occurred at the Watts- 


town Colliery on the 11th instant, to the 
fact that only one person working in the 
mine where the explosion took place 
escaped, and the frequency with which 
these unfortunate ace.dents occur, he does 
not deem it advisable to order a formal 
investigation into the causes and circum- 
stances of the explosion, under Section 45 


| of the Coal Mines Regulation Act, 1887, 
| bya 


‘competent person,’ who shall, in 


addition to inquiry into the cause and 
of the explosion, also 
inquire into and report as to whether 
some method or scheme cannot be found 
for facilitating the efforts o those who on 
all these occasions are so ready to under- 
take the work of rescue. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME, DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axkers- 
Dove.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : It is, of © 
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course, of great importance that all the | 


facts in connection with the explosion 
should be fully ascertained, and to this 
end I have appointed counsel to represent 
the Department at the inquest. I think 
there are no reasons for supposing that 
the inquiry before the coroner will not 
be fulland complete. What further steps 
it may be necessary tor me to take as a 


result of the inquiry I cannot say until | 


I have received the reports of counsel 
and the mines inspector. The latter part 
of the hon. Member’s Question refers, I 
presume, to the provision of apparatus 
which would enable the rescuers to 
breathe in bad air. 
kinds of apparatus for this purpose 
already in existence, and I may refer the 
hon. Member on the question to the 
Report made by Dr. Haldane in 1896 on 
the causes of death in colliery explosions, 


Mr.T.RICHARDSasked the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in view of the 
anticipated unsatisfactory reply of the 
Home Secretary, an early opportunity 
would be given for discussing the Home 
Office Vote. If not, he should move the 
adjournment of the House, as this was 
an urgent matter of public importance. 
They had 500,000 men going down into 
the mines every day, and—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is only entitled to ask a 
Question, 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) 
asked for more definite information as 
to the provision of apparatus and appli- 
ances at the mines. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I cannot say 
definitely what apparatus can be supplied, 
but the question 1s under consideration, 
and we will endeavour to hasten the 
matter. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
Will there be an inquiry following the 
coroner’s inquest 2 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: That will 
depend on the reports I receive from 
counsel and from the inspector of mines. 


Mr. T. RICHARDS : I press the Prime 
Minister for a reply to my Question. 


There are several , 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : In view of the obvious 
and reasonable desire of hon Gentlemen 
on this side to ascertain the intentions of 
the Government with regard to these coal 
mine disasters, does the right hon, 
Gentleman not see the necessity of allow- 
ing the usual three extra days for Supply, 
one of which might be devoted to the 
Home Office Vote ? 


Questions. 


Sirk ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.): There is very strong feeling 
in South Wales in favour of further 
inquiry, and I therefore hope we shall 
have an opportunity of di:cussing the 
matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I would remind 
the House that at the special request of 
the Opposition and the Irish Members we 
are taking Irish Supply on Tuesday next 
and the Colonial Office Vote on next 
Thursday. I shall be glad, of course, to 
receive any representation with regard to 
Supply for the following week. Indeed, 
if I get a recommendation from the official 
representatives of hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite, I shall be glad to modify the pro- 
gramme so as to substitute the Home 
Office Vote for the Colonial Vote. 


Post Office and the Public Accounts 
Committee. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General, having regard to the fact 
that the Committee on Public Acounts 
in their Second Report, recently issued, 
call attention to a proposed expenditure 
on account of the Post Office of a sum 
of £185,470 for which no details have been 
rendered, will he state the nature and 
locality of the works where the bulk of 
this money will be expended. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SranLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
The hon. Member’s Question refers to 
the paragraph in the Second Report of 
the Public Accounts Committee which 


| deals with Sub-heads K and O of Vote 7, 


Class 1 (the Vote for Revenue Buildings), 
in the Estimates for the year 1903-4. 
I am not responsible for that Vote; but 
I may point out that the nature and 
locality of the works carried out under 


| these sub-heads, and the exact amount 
expended upon each in 1903-4, are given 
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in the Appropriation Accounts for that 
year, pages 64 to 79. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
The noble Lord says he is not responsible 
for this Vote, but is not his subordinate ? 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: No; the Board of 
Works do the work {for us, 


Standard Form of Accounts for Local 
snes — Appointment of Com- 
mittee, 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) : I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether the Departmental 
Committee to consider the practicability 
of a standard form of accounts being 
prescribed for local authorities has now 
been appointed ; and whether it has be- 
gun to take any evidence on the subject. 


Toe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): The appoint- 
ment has not yet been made, but I am 
in communication with the bodies in- 
terested in the matter and I hope the 
arrangements will shortly be completed, 


Mr. COHEN: Is the hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the appointment of 
this Committee was promised by his 
predecessor more than six months ago 
and confirmed by himself a little later ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
aware of that, and the hon. Member 
has some cause of complaint. I must, 
however, ask him to have a little 
patience. There shall be no more delay 
if I can help it, 


Redistribution—The Population Limit. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that by changing 18,500 to 25,000, as 
the proposed population limit for the 
disfranchisement of boroughs, and 75,000 
to 65,000, as the population limit for the 
disfranchisement of double-Member con- 
stituencies, and by providing that no 
county or borough with more than two 
Members shall have its representation 
reduced to less Members than the integer 
obtained by dividing its population by 
50,000, the number of the Members of 
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the House will be left unaltered at 670, 
whilst the English counties of Cornwall, 
Devon, Lincoln, Norfolk, Somerset, and 
Wilts would not be deprived of one 
Member each; and whether, in view of 
the advantage thus obtained, he would 
be prepared to recommend the amend- 
ment of the scheme on the lines indicated. 


Mr, GERALD BALFOUR: I replied 
on Monday f to a similar Question put to 
me by the hon. Member on this subject, 
but the modification now made in the 
terms of the Question and some explana- 
tion which he has been so good as to send 
me, render necessary a modification in 
the Answer. I think that the plan which 
he now proposes would have the result 
which he anticipates subject to this, that 
when the borough of Stafford, the popu- 
lation of which is under 25,000, had been 
merged in the county, the population of 
the county would entitle it under Rule 3 
of the Government scheme to eight 
Members instead of to the seven now 
allotted to it. Consequently the effect 
of the hon. Member’s proposal would 
seem to be to increase the number cf 
Members of the House by one. I could 
not give any promise that the Govern- 
ment scheme would be amended on the 
lines indicated. 


Redistribution Statistics. 

Mr. TOULMIN (Bury, Lancashire) : I 
beg to ask the President of the »Local 
Government Board when he proposes to 
lay upon the Table the statement con- 
taining further figures on the subject of 
Redistribution. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The issue 
of this statement does not appear to be 
urgent at the present moment now that 
the Resolution relating to Redistribution 
has been withdrawn, and, as it will be 
both bulky and full of detail, I think it 
desirable that more time should be given 
to revising it before it is published. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): Yes, 
put it off five or six years. 


Sale of the Whitworth Estate Coal- 
field. 


Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
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the Board of Trade if he has any official) Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
information to the effect that the sale of | asked the Secretary to the Admiralty 
the Whitworth Estate Coalfield, near | whether his attention had been drawn to 
Neath, in South Wales, 6,000 acres in’ the official announcement made in the 
extent, to a German syndicate, on behalf | morning papers that the purchase of the 
of the German Navy, is being negotiated ; | Whitworth Coalfield had been completed 
and, in such case, if he will have the | on behalf of a syndicate in which German 
purchasers warned of the special legisla- | financiers bad a paramount interest; 
tion contemplated by the Goveinment to | on what authority did the hon. Gentle. 
prevent the coal being shipped for the | man make the statement a few days 
use of foreign Powers. /ago that he regarded the purchase as 
improbable; whether he had any further 
Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- | informa‘ion which would Jead him to 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE | modify his views on the subject; and 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): what steps, if any, the Government 
My hon. and gallant friend must not | intended to take in the matter. 
assume that the mere shipping of coal | 
for the use of foreign Powers in the Mr. PRETYMAN: My attention has 
ordinary course of trade has ever been | been called to this statement; but I see 
objected to by this or any other no reison to modify the views which I 
Government. What we should object to expressed in the House two days ago, 
is the acquisition of anything in the The particular district in which the 
nature of a monopoly of steam coal property alleged to have been purchased 
under the control of foreigners or of a 1s situated is outside the area in which 
foreign Government. We have no. the steam coal suitable for naval purposes 
official information about the particular | has been found. It is quite evident from 
coalfield referred to, which it is under- | the figures of the purchase price which 
stood has been in the market for some have been quoted that the transaction is 
time, and has hitherto not produced | of an ordinary character,and it does not 
steam coal. appear to call for any interference. 
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CotoneL LUCAS (Suffolk, Lowestoft); Mr. DALZIEL said that the 
asked whether, having regard to the im- | question of the quality of the coal had 
portance of the matter, further inquiries no relation to the statement of the 


would be made. | Secretary of the Admiralty the other day, 
' when he said he regarded it as totally 
Mr. BONAR LAW: Yes, Sir. |improbable that the Whitworth Collieries 


'would be purchased. Did he adhere to 
Sin LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) that? 

reminded the hon. Member that on 

Tuesday last the Secretary to the; py rh oom 
| Mr. PRETYMAN; That was not the 
Admiralty stated that he belieyed no Question the hon. Member asked me, 
such purchase had been completed, and sax the Anes Enos, Wht 1 ome 
a sete — a a -asked was whether I had any information 
ea : ee “ , ae \ . wy as to the reported purchase by a German 
field ? PP’) MS particular ccal-| syndicate of a valuable coalfield within 
, |the area which is of interest to the 
Mr. BONAR LAW: I cannot say. | British Navy, and I replied that I had 


The hon. Member must put that Question | “ia a i ded ee — 
. aving bee cluded, or likely , 

to the Secretary to the Admiralty, ee ee ee 
concluded. I was not asked about this 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the | | particular property, which is outside the 
Ciovernment consider the propriety of | area of the steam coal. 
reviving the old law which made aliens 
incapable of acquiring landed estates in | 
this country ? 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) : Is the hon, Gentleman aware 
that this particular property has been 
[No Answer was returned, ] | hawked about in London and South Wales 























1385 Questions. 


for the last twenty years and offered at | 
£10 per acre ? | 


{No Answer was returned.] 


Express Trains from the North—Danger- 
ous Footboards. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade if 
he will call the attention of the rail- 
way companies to the narrowness of 
the footboards of the carriages used in 
the new express services from the North 
to Folkestone, Dover, and Deal, and to 
the amount of space between the foot- 
boards and the platform at Deal Station ; 
and will he recommend that such steps 
be taken in the matter as will prevent the 
lives of the public being endangered. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I have called the 
attention of the railway companies con- 
cerned to the hon. Member’s Question, 
and I understand that inquiry is being 
made into the matter. 


The Loss of the ‘‘ Kyber.” 

Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade if his attention has been called 
to the suggestions made by the Court of 
inquiry which recently sat at Penzance, 
relative to the loss of the ‘‘Kyber,” in 
March last ; and what steps,he proposes 
to take to give effect to those sugges- 
tlons. 


Mr. BONARLAW: Yes, Sir. The at- 
tention of the Board of Trade has been 
called to the suggestions made by the 
Court of inquiry in the case of the 
‘“« Kyber,” and they will receive careful 
consideration. 


The Channel Tunnel. 
Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE | 


(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I beg to ask the 
Secretiry to the Board of Trade if any 
communications have recently taken 
place in regard to the construction of the 
Channel Tunnel between the British and 
French Governments; and if it is pro- 
posed by His Majesty’s Government to 
continue the prohibition which has for so 
many yeats prevented the further pro- 
gress of the works on the British side of 
the Channel. 
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Mr. BONAR LAW: I am not aware 
that any communications have recently 
taken place or that anything has happened 
to alter or modify the position which has 
been assumed with regard to this matter. 


Big Ben. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commisssioner of 
Works, what is the cost of lighting the 
clock known as Big Ben; and what is 
the estimated saving by colouring one 
or more of the dials green as opposed to 
red. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The cost of lighting the dials 
of the clock electrically amounts to 
£242 for the year. The green light is 
incidental to the lamp used experimen- 
tally, and the cost of current, if it was 
adopted permanently, would be reduced 
some 35 per cent. A red colour is im- 


practicable. 


Beaufort Castle Shooting Case. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he can state when the trial 
will take place of John Scheffer Phipps 
anl Henry Carnegie Phipps, of Beaufort 
Castle, Inverness-shire, recently com- 
mitted on a charge of shooting at four 
men engaged at work on the Beauly 
River, wounding one man so seriously as 
to necessitate the removal of one eye, 
and causing grave injury to the other. 


Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 


Dickson, Glasgow, Beidgton): Owing to 


the condition of the injured man Fraser, 
I am not yet able to state the date of 
the trial, 


Limerick Money-Lending Case. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 
a c.8e heard in Limer:ck a few weeks ago 
where a Mr. Gaffee, who is a Jew, sum- 
moned @ woman for the payment of a 
sum of £3, that the woman declared in 
her evidence, previous to attacks made 
upon Mr. Gaffee by the Rev. Mr. Creagh, 
C.C., she was paying weekly instalments 
of 33.; whether, seeing the Court reduced 


_the amount sued for to £1 16s. to be, 
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paid in instalments of 3d. per week, and 
the fact that Gaffee has been seriously 
injured in business by the attacks of the 
priest, he can say what steps, if any, he 
proposes taking in the matter. 


Toe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxtvson, Londonderry, 
N.): I have made inquiries, but have 
' been unable to ascertain that any such 
case was heard in any of the Limerick 
Courts recently. If my hon. friend will 
inform me more precisely when, and In 
what Court, the case was heard, I will 
make further inquiry. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) asked if the 
police had been directed to make in- 
quiries into this case ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir. 


Mr. SLOAN: Was not the hon. Mem- 
ber for Limerick himself a member of the 
Court ? 


Mr. JOHN O’CONNOR (Kildare, N.): 
How much of the claim represented 
usury ? 


Mr. JOYCE: I was atthe Court. Asa 
matter of explanation, may I say I object 
to the introduction of the Rev. Father 
Creagh’s name into the case. It has 
nothing to do with the merits. Taking 
into account the poverty of the woman 
and the amount she had puid, I made 
the order of 3d. a week and should do so 
again in like circumstances. 


Mr. SLOAN: In view of that state- 
ment, will the right hon. Gentleman 
inquire further ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have made all 
the inquiries I can. 


Roscommon Assizes—Case of William 
Reid. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland whether he directed the Crown 
Prosecutor to enter a nolle prosequi in 
the case of Crown against Reid at the last 
Roscommon Assizes; and if he can state 
how many jurors were challenged by the 
Crown at the two trials of William Reid 
at Roszommon and Galway. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: The Answer to the 
first inquiry is in the affirmative. Owing 
to the death of the Crown Solicitor who 
had charge of this prosecution, I am 
unable at present to procure the 
necessary information to enable me to 
answer the latter inquiry. 


Mr. HAYDEN: Why was a nolle 
prosequi entered in this case ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Two trials have 
already proved abortive, and it was 
anticipated that a third would only lead to 
the same result, 


Cork Assizes—Case of Jeremiah Colbert. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Attorney-General for Ireland whether 
he is aware that at the Ccrk Summer 
Assizes on 15th instant, in the case of 
Jeremiah Colbert, charged with a White- 
boy offence, thirty-nine jurors were 
ordered to stand by; whether he can say 
how many of these jurors are Catholics ; 
and whether the action of the prose- 
cuting counsel in this case had the sanction 
of the Law Officers of the Crown. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Thirty-six jurors 
were ordered to stand aside. Having 
received from the Crown Solicitor, who 
is the person responsible, a report stating 
the grounds on which he acted, [ 
entirely approve of the course taken. 
Iam unable to give any information as 
to the religion of these thirty-six jurors, 
as the Crown Solicitor informs me he 
does not know what their religion was, 
nor did he make any inquiries, 


Mr. FLYNN: Are we to understand 
that so long as the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman occupies his present position 
he intends to continue this invidious 
practice ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Tintend to carry 
out the law as far as I can. 


Colonel Warden, of Sneem. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Colonel Warden, of Derryquin,Sneem, 
is at present receiving police patrols; 
and whether, seeing that Colonel Warden 
has sold his estate to the tenants, he 
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can state why these patrols are main- 
tained. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 
S.): Colonel Warden is not now 
reseiving special police protection, by 
patrol or otherwise. 


Major French’s Roscommon Estate. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.). I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the Congested Districts Board has taken 
any steps to enlarge the smaller holdings 
on Major French’s estate at Clooniquin, 
county Roscommon; whether all the 
grass lands on the estate are available 
for distribution among the small tenants, 
and, if so, when may the allotment be 
expected; and whether any of the land 
is held on the eleven months system ; 
and, if not, upon what tenure do persons 
in occupation of the grass lands hold. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: When this 
estate has been legally vested in the 
Board, they intend to enlarge the small 
holdings on it by the distribution of 
the untenanted land. Pending the 
completion of the legal steps, the un- 
tenanted land has been temporarily 
let to the Board, who have taken in 
cattle to graze on it. 


Dundonald Cemetery, Belfast. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 


the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether | 


he is aware that the Jewish community 
of Belfast have allotted to them a portion 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The Local 
Government Board are informed that the 
Jewish community do not exercise any 
such discretionary authority as is sug: 
gested. The duties of the Board are 
| limited to approving or disapproving of 
the allocation of the graveyard among 
the several religious denominations. 
They have no functions in regard to the 
arrangements as to interments which may 
be made between the burial board and 
the different religious bodies. 


Constable Finnigan's Transfer from 
Coalisland to Longford. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Constable 
Finnigan’s recent transfer from Coalisland 
to county Longford was the result of 
charges preferred against him; and, if 
so, can he state the nature of the charges, 
the names of the persons who made them, 
and how they were investigated. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Inspector- 
General directed the transfer of this con- 
stable in the interests of the public 
service and at the public expense, He 
was not transferred on punishment. 


Coalisland—Assault on John McManus, 

Mr. DOOGAN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, on Ist instant, at Coal- 
island, John McManus was assaulted in 
the presence of the police and a number 
of civilians by Robert Roach and Joseph 
Marshall; and, if so, can he explain why 
MacManus was summoned and fined, 
‘whilst no proceedings were taken against 


| his assailants. 








of Belfast cemetery, over the interments | 

in which they exercise discretionary; Mr. WALTER LONG: McManus, who 
authority, and that similar authority is| was drunk, deliberately obstructed a 
claimed by the Catholics of Belfast, who | drumming party, and after being removed 
number over one-fourth of the population | by the police, attempted to repeat the 
of that city, in regard to the ground | obstruction, whereupon he recvived a 
allotted to them in the new cemetery at | blow from one of the party. McManus 
Dundonald ; and whether, seeing that the | was prosecuted and fined for drunkenness. 


corporation of Belfast has refused to ad- 


ios informed the police that he himself 





mit the Catholic claim, he will take steps, | would prosecute for the assault. Tae 
as President of the Local Government | police do not intend to prosecute, having 
Board, in view of the urgency of the | regard to the trivial nature of the assault, 
question, to insure the admission of the | and to the fact that McManus was the 
claim without further delay. | serene, 
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Coalisland—Attack on Harkin’s House. 

Ma. INOOGAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if it has come to his knowledge that 
the police of Coalisland are in the pos- 
session of the names of twelve persons 
who took part in an attack on Harkin’s 
house on June 3rd last, the name of a 
man who fired a revolver shot, the 
names of persons who beat James Bradley 
and Patrick Cullen, and also with the 
names of respectable witnesses who can 
identify all the persons on the police 
list; and whether, in the interests of 
peace in the locality, and as a deterrent 
against another outbreak in Coalisland, 
he will direct the police to make further 
inquiries, and to prosecute all the rioters 
whose identification can be established, 





Mr. WALTER LONG: I beg to refer 
to my reply to the hon. Member’s Ques- 
tion of June 26th}. It is not the case 
that the police have obtained evidence 
as to the offenders in the attack on Mr. 
Harkin’s house, or in the firing of shots. 
Summonses for assault were issued by 
aggrieved persons on both sides, but 
withdrawn. The police did not witness 
the assaults. Every possible inquiry 
was made by the police at the time of 
the occurrence and no further steps 
appear necessary. 


Mr. FLYNN: Are we to understand 
that although a large number of persons 
were concerned in this matter no evidence 
can be procured ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I said the 
police did not think any further steps 
necessary. 


Trinity College Lands. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether any lands held directly or let on 
lease by Trinity College have yet bcen 
sold under the Act of 1903; and whether 
it is proposed to take any steps to hasten 
sales of Trinity College lands. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Proceedings 
for the sale of two estates of which 
Trinity college is the direct landlord 





t_See (4) Debates, oxlviii., 101, 
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have been instituted before the Estates 
Commissioners, and these estates will be 
taken up in order of priority. The Com- 
missioners have no record of the estates 
in which the College may be indirectly 
interested, eiiher as lessor or as owner of 
superior interests. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman say whee 
these two estates are situated ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG asked for notice. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give us the terms of the 
sales ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Not without 
notice. 


Tralee Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: [beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether two evicted 
tenants, William O’Neill and Bryan 
Sheehy, on the estate of Arthur Blenner- 
hasset, Tralee, which is being sold, are to 
be reinstated in their farms; and whether 
the landlord will be asked to do so before 
the sale is sanctioned by the Estates 
Commissioners. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The purchase 
agreements Which have recently been 
lodged in regard to this estate do not 
include agreements by the evicted tenants 
named. The claims of any evicted 
tenants who apply for reinstatement will 
be considered when the estate is inspected. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Will 
the hon. Gentleman undertake the estate 
shall not be sold until the claims of these 
tenants have been considered ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. 


Mr, THOMAS O’DONNELL: Are 
their claims to be totally ignored ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG; No, Sir, 


Royal Irish Constabulary—Instructions as 
to the Use of Truncheons. 


*Mr. MULDOON (Donegal, N.) : I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to tie Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland inwhat form have the 
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Constabulary inreference tothe useoftheir | 


truncheons on the heads of civilians been 
conveyed; where the terms of such 
instructions may be seen; and whether 
he has any objection to lay them upon 
the Lable of the House, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The instruc- 
tions are contained in the disciplinary 
code regulating the conduct and action of 
the police. This code has always been 
treated as a confidential document and 
its production refused. The responsi- 
bility of the police to members of the 
public depends on the law of the land and 
not On the provisions of the code. 


Carroll v. Masterson and Another. 

*Mr. MULDOON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the iord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland wiether ho has any objection 
to procure from the learned Judge who 
tried the case of Carroll v. Masterson and 
another, in the High Court of Justice in 
Dublin on May 17th and 18th last, a 
copy of his lordship’s notes of the 
evidence given in that case, and lay the 
same upon the Table of the House. 


Mr, WALTER LONG: The applica- 
tion is, IT understand, absolutely un- 
precedented. I have no right to make 
such a demand, and I am unable to 
understand for what object the informa- 
tion is desired or what purpose it could 
serve. 


*Mr. MULDOON : Will the right hon. 
Gentleman lay on the Table the deposi- 
tions taken in the case by his own Crown 
Solicitor ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly not. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILI| (Donegal, 
S.): Did not Justice Holines ‘in 1872 lay 
his charge before Parliament ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not 
aware, and [ do not see how that arises 
out of the Question. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Oh, yes, the 
right hon. Gentleman said there was no 
precedent. I have given him one, Tam 
eniarging the horizon of his ignorance, 
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| Captain Sandes’ Estate, Queen’s County 
*Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): i beg toask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-sieutenant of Ireland whether 
the estate of Captain Sandes, Garrymore, 
Mountmellick, Queen’s County, is before 
the Estates Commissioners for sale; can 
‘he say how many evicted tenants on the 
property have sent in claims for reinstate- 
ment; and what steps are being taken to 
restore them to their holdings or otherwise 
provide for them. 


Questions. 


Me. WALTER LONG: The Answer to 
the first inquiry is in the negative. Three 
evicte | tenants have sent in claims for 
reinstatement which will be considered if 
the estate should come before the Com- 
missioners. 


H. J. McFarlane’s Estate. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): [ 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the estate of Henry J. 
McFarlane, which has been in the Land 
Judge’s Court for twenty-five years past, 
was transferred to Mr. Justice Meredith 
by the present Land Judge on account 
of the personal relations which Mr. Justice 
Ross had with the matter; that Mrs. 
Ross has since 1900 prevented the sale 
to the tenants taking place because she 
could not secure the entire sporting rights, 
and that Mr. Justice Meredith more than 
a year ago made an order directing the 
so.citor having carriage to put up the 
sporting rights as a separate lot, which 
order was upheld by the Court of Appeal, 
and that sincethen nothing has be n done; 
and whether, seeing that five-sixths of 
the holdings on this estate are under £5 
valuation, and that the lands over which 
the sporting rights are claimed would be 
essential for the purposes of enlargement 
of holdings, grazing, and reclamation 
by these tenants he can take any steps 
to secure that the tenants shall no longer 
be deprived of the opportunity of 
becoming the proprictors of their holdings. 


Mere. WALTER LONG: Mrs. Ross, 
whose estate almost surrounds the 
McFarlane Estate, took some years ago, 
before her husband became a Judge, a 
lease, under the Court, of some bog and 
rough warren on the latter estate with 


‘the shooting rights over it. When Mr. 


3 iE 
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Justice Ross was appointed Judge, he| mating boys’ and girls’ schools; and, if 
refused to actas R ceiver Judge over this | so, whether the Commissioners propose 
matter, and it was transferred to Mr.| to make any modification of the rules 
Justice Meredith. ithad previously been | to which the Catholic hierarchy have 
managed under Mr. Justice Boyd. When | taken objection. 

the incumbrancers proposed to sell to | 

the tenants, they asked Mrs, Ross to | Mr. WALTER LONG: I am informed 
buy the portion of which she had a lease,| that the statement and __ resolution 
and she made an offer of £740, which the | referred to were not communicated to 
incumbrancers were willing to accept. | the Commissioners, and that consequently 
Some of the tenants refused to buy unless | they were not formally considered by 
they got the game rights, but that diffi-| the Commissioners. he policy of 
culty, I believe, was surmounted. The! amalgamation is not a new policy, 
tenants’ offers were accepted without|as I have already pointed out that 
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giving them game rights, and Mr, Justice 
Meredith ordered that the game rights 
and th rough warren comprised in Mrs. 
Ross’s lease should be sold by auction. 
The delay has not been caused by Judge 
or Mrs. Ross, but by the action of tie 
tenants themselves, and by unforeseen 
difficulties which have arisen with regard 
to the title and boundaries. Steps are 
now being taken to carry out the Judge’s 
order, and it is expected that the matter 


will be concluded within a short time. | 


I have no power to interfere in the 
manner suggested. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Is it the fact 
that the case has beeninthe Land Judge’s 
Court twenty-five years ? Cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman recommend, Judge 
Ross to facilitate its settlement ?- 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I understand 
it is in process of settlement. I think the 
Judge has taken the right and proper 
course in abstaining from interference. 


Mr. DELANY: What number of 
years purchase did Mrs. Ross pay ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot say. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Fourteen. 
Irish Mixed Schools. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Commissioners of National. Education 
in Ireland have taken into their con- 
sideration the statement and resolution 
which the Catholic Bishops of Ireland, 
with the Cardinal Archbishop of Armagh 
in ‘the chair, adopted on the Mth ult., 


in oppcsitio: to the policy of amalga- 
t 


| before the adoption of the new rules 
there were as many as 2,247 mixed 
national sehools under Roman Catholic 
management. At the meeting of the 
| Commissioners held on April 28th last 
|the Bishop of Kildare’s amendment 
to Rule, 186 (the chief rule on this 
subject) was unanimously accepted by 
the Board. The Board do not propose 
to make any further modification of the 
rule. 





| 
|. Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Am TI to 
infer that the National Board were not 
aware of this resolution of the hierarchy 
because it was not officially communi- 
cated to them ? 


{ 


| Mr. WALTER LONG: Although — it 
was not formally communicated to them 
[have no doubt they had cognisance 
of it from the Press, and no doubt it 
was in their minds when they came 
to a decison, I imagine they read the 
newspapers like other people. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL; The Prime 


Minister never does. 


Tobacco-growing in Ireland. 

*Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the amount 
of profit realised from the sale of the 
produce of twenty acres of tobacco, 
grown on the estate of Colonel Everard 
last year, under the auspices of t e 
3oard of Agriculture and Technical In- 
struction, alter deduction of all costs 
of cultivation and curing, including also 
the estimated rent of land, rates, taxes, 
and intcrest on the capital sum of 
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£1,728 expended on the erection of a | will carefully consider any such cases 


tobacco barn by the Department. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment are not yet in possession of the 
necessary information to enable this 
Question to be answered. I shall be 
glad to send the hon. Member a specimen 
of the tobacco. 


*VMrx. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Seeing 
that nearly £5,000 has been spent on 
these tobacco-growing experiments in 
Ireland, I think some _ information 
should be available. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : Certainly. But, 
as the hon. Member knows, the experiment 
was cafried out with considerable diffi- 
culty, and it is not desirable we should 
communicate results until we have 


reached a more definite stage than at) 


present. 


Irish Teachers’ Salaries. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state the total saving 
by the Education Office as the difference 
between the old salaries paid to teachers 
and the new. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There is no 
saving. On the contrary, the teachers 
now receive in incomes from the State 
about £50,000 per annum more than they 
recelyed prior to the introduction of the 
new system of payments, 


Mr. SLOAN: Does that take into 
account the £28,000 coming out of the 
(rovernment grant for assistant teachers ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot say 
without notice. 


Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary tc the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that there 
no difference in initial salaries of 
assistant teachers and principals of 
national schools, except in capitation, 
between the smallest country school 
and the largest city school under 
the new rules; and whether, seeing the 
Commissioners’ rules 


is 


will receive special consideration, he 


provide that a. 
teacher appointed to an important school | 


submitted to him: 


Mr. WALTER LONG: All teachers 
on entering the service are placed in the 
third grade, and, of course, receive the 
initial salary of that grade. But the 
total incomes, including the residual 
capitation grant, as well as the prospects 
of promotion, are better in the case of 
teachers originally appointed to the 
larger schools. Tue matter referred to 
in the latter inquiry is for the considera- 
tion of the Commissioners. 


Arterial Drainage in Ireland. 

Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can now state what steps, if any, he has 
taken towards appointing Commissiorers 
to inquire into the subject of arterial 
drainage in Ireland ; and, if so, what are 
their rames and qualifications and the 
terms of their reference. 


Mr, WALTER LONG: I have no 
further statement to make in this matter 
at present, 


Mr. JOHN O’CONNOR: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman give us any good 
reason for not coming to the opinion that 
he is humbugging the House and the 
country ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
an admirable Answer to 
ordinary Question. I shall shortly 
announce the names of the Com- 
missioners and the terms of reference. 


I can give 
that extra- 


Estates Commissioners and the 
Evicted Tenants. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
cause the issue of an instruction to the 
Estates Commissioners, directing them 
to give precedence to sales of estates the 
landlords of which have dealt fully and 
fairly with the evicted tenants. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir. It 
would be quite impossible to differ. 


entiate in the manner suggested. 


3 £2 
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Provision for Afflicted Children in 
Treland. 


Mr. CLANCY,(Dublin County, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland, with refer- 
ence to the Bill for the Relief of 
Afflicted Children in that country, 
whether the contribution to be made 
out of moneys voted by Parliament is 
to be charged on the Development 
Fund Grant, or out of the usual grant 
for national education, or whether it is, 
as it has been in England and Scotland 
since the year 1893, a special and separ- 
ate grant out of voted moneys. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The provision 
to be made for this service will not be 
charged on the Development Grant, but 
in the annual Estimates. If the Bill 
passes in its present form, as I hope it 
will, the Estimate for Public Education 
will bear the charge. 


Mr. CLANCY: Is it tocome out of 
the education grant ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, it will be 
an addition to the existing provision. 


Roman Catholic Priests and Income-Tax. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if the 
whole clerical income of the Roman 
Catholic Church in the United Kingdom 
is free from income-tax. 


~¢THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AustEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): No, Sir, the Roman 
Catholic clergy enjoy no special ex- 
emption from income tax. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Do the hon. 
Member for South Belfast and his friends 
pay any rent for the use of the Custom- 
house steps at Belfast ¢ 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Abbeyleix Gun Licence Case. 
Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that at the 


Abbeyleix Petty Sessions, held on 24th 
June, a man, named John Devoy, was 
prosecuted by the Excise authorities for 
carrying a gun along the public road to a 
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detached farm of his, not having at the 
time a 10s, licence, and the magistrates 
dismissed the case on the grounds that 
defendant was exempt under Sub-section 
(4) of Section 7 of The Gun Licensing Act, 
1870, under which the prosecution was 
brought ; and whether, seeing that the 
supervisor who prosecuted appealed in 
Court from the magistrates’ decision, and 
withdrew the appeal in a week afterwards, 
he will give directions that in future 
prosecutions shall not be taken against 
occupiers of land whilst carrying guns to 
and trom their land for the purpose of 
protecting their crops. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
DisH, Derbyshire, W.): I am informed 
that the proceedings, to which the hon. 
Member refers, were instituted as the evi- 
dence showed a prima facie case of breach 
of the Gun Licence Act. The desire of 
the Board of Inland Reyenue is to avoid 
unnecessary proceedings against occupiers 
of lands who may be carrying guns 
for the purpose stated in the Question. 


Irish National Schools—Building Plans. 

Mr. BOLAND; I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether the pro- 
posed new plans ‘or national schools in 
Ireland have now been approved of; and, 
if so, can he state when they will be 
issued. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH; I would 
refer the hon. Member to my reply to him 
on this subject on the 12th f instant. 


Mr. BOLAND; I will repeat the Ques- 
tion this day week, 


Buncrana and the Telephone Service. 

Mr. MULDOON: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General why it was that 
Buncrana was not included in the Derry 
telephone area; whether any represen- 
tations have been made to him on this 
subject ; and whether he can see his way 
to have this town included at an early 
date. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware 
that the question of the inclusion of 
Buncrana in the Londonderry telephone 


t See page 402 
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exchange area was raised when the area | 


was specified for the National Telephone 
Company. Several applications for the 
inclusion of Buncrana in that area have 
been received since the passing of the 
Telegraph Act of 1899, but my predeces- 
sor and I have felt unable to assent to 
so large an extension of the National 
Telephone Company’s area as would be 
involved in the inclusion of Buncrana in 
the Londonderry area. [ am, however, 
prepared to open a Post Office exchange 
there and to providea trunk connection 
with Londonderry if adequate support 
is forthcoming. 


Fermoy and the Telephone Service. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General if his 
attention has been called to the necessity 
ef extending telephonic facilities to the 
town of Fermoy, by the establishment of 
an exchange and its connections with the 
trunk line system, having regard to the 


importance of the town as a business | 


centre and military station ; and whether, 
seeing that the National Telephone Com- 

pany would be willing to grant the re- 

quired facilities, but are prevented in 
consequence of some agreement with 
the Post Office which has placed Fermoy 
and district within a restricted area, he 
proposes to take any, and, if any, what 
action in the matter. 


Lorp STANLEY: My attention has 
been called to the desire for telephone 
facilities at Fermoy. The cost of con- 
necting Fermoy with the trunk wire 
system would, however, be considerable, 
and at present there does not appear to 
be enough support to justify the under- 
taking. I shall, however, be glad to be 
furnished with the names of those who 
are willing to become subscribers to an 
exchange at Fermoy, and if a sufficient 
number are sent in I will arrange for a 
canvass of the town to be made. 


Irish Trade Statistics. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask 
Secretary to the Board of Trade whether, 
in pYeparing statistics for the trade of 
1906, he will give instructions with a 
view to securing that the trade between 
Ireland and Great Britain be* set out 
separately. 
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Mr. BONAR LAW: The Customs 


have no means of obtaining complete 
statistics of the trade between Ireland 
and Great Britain, there being no power 
to require the necessary particulars to be 
supplied. [ understand that the ques- 
tion of compiling such information on the 
Subject as can be obtained is at present 
engaging the attention of the Irish De- 
partment of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction, 


Mr. LOUGH: Is there any objection to 
acquiring the necessary legal authority ? 


[The Answer was inaudible.] 


Mr. JOYCE: Does not the Board of 
Trade get the information from the 
harbour authorities in Ireland 2 


Mr. BONAR LAW: Tunderstand that 
is the source from which the Irish Board 
of Agriculture get the information. 


Mr. JOYCE: And. the Board of Trade 
can get it in the same way. 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: Why dis- 


tinguish between the trade of Ireland 
with foreign countries and that with 
Great Britain? Why cannot you get 
those returns 2 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The Under-Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs the other day 
said the information was not available so 
far as foreign Powers was concerned. 


Mr. FLAVIN : If the Irish Board of 
Agriculture has the right to demand the 
information from the Irish harbour 
authorities why does not the Board of 
Trade do it ? 

Mr. BONAR LAW: We have not the 
power. 

Mr. FLAVIN: Yes, you have. 

Mr. JOYCE: [ am a member of a 
harbour authority and know that our 
clerk has to supply the information. ., 


Mr. MACVEAGH : Oh, what do they 
know about Ireland? ... -. 
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Minister of Commerce. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will now state 
whether it is his intention of introducing 
this session the measure promised in His 
Majesty’s Speech from the Throne for 
raising the status of the Local Government 
Board and the Board of Trade, a1 
creating a Minister of Commerce. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Bill is 
ready, and J desire to introduce it. But 
whether it has any chance of passing 
will, of course, depend on the general 
approval it meets with on both sides of 
the Hous», for it would be impossible to 
press it through as a controversial 
Measure, 


Redistribution—The Boundary Committee 
or Commission. 
Sir HENRY KIMBER (Wandsworth): 


I beg to ask the First Lord of 


the Treasury whether the Committee | 


or Commission upon Redistribution 
boundaries which the Government pro- 
pose to set to work will he limited by 
their instructions to the lines of the 
Reso'ution which has been withdrawn, 
or whether their instructions will permit 
them to take into consideration other 
alternatives or amendments; and also, 


whether, having regard to the fact that | 
the Government proposals proceed upon | 


the basis of population, he will call for 
an estimate by the Registrar-General of 
the probable populatioa of the diiferent 
constituencies in the year 1906, in which 
the proposed Redistribution Bill is in- 
tended to be introduced. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: Tt issomewhat 
too early as yet to deal with the points 
brought forward by my hon. friend, but 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not sure 
that I admit the last part of my hon. 
|friend’s Question but his suggestion will 
be kept in view. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether one of the reasons which induced 
the Government to base their proposals 
for redistribution on population and not 
on the num’ ers of electors was to avoid 
raising the question of the piural voter ; 
/whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that this argument was omitted 
from the explanatory Memorandum ac- 
/companying the proposals ; and whether, 
| with a view to providing the House with 
full materials on which to form its judg- 
/ment, he will instruct the Committee or 
other body which he proposes to appoint 
to inquire, as far as may be, into the 
number and the dist:ibution of the plural 
voters. 








Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We have in 
this Bill proceeded upon the precedent 
'set in the preceding Redistribution Bills, 
and T see no reason to depart ‘rom them. 
If the hon. Gentleman desires us to 
combine with a Redistribution Bill a 
| Reform Bill, that is not the policy of 
| the Government. 


| *Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Commissioners 
in 1885 took into consideration not only 
population, but also the numbers of the 
electors, mostly plural voters, whose 
| qualifications arose from urban areas ? 
| The Commissioners stated then that they 
| kept certain divisions artificially low in 
| order to put in urban voters, who were 
mostly plural voters. 


I can assure him that they will receive | 


the attention of the Government. 


Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.): May I 
ask whether, in the case of border line 
constituencies, the rght hon. Gentlemin 
will also consider the advisabilty of 
allowing the Commissioners to consider 
the great shifiiug of population which 
has recently taken place in consequence 
of the developm2nt of means of commuai- 
cation, which has rendered th: old 


precedents entirely 0)s0!ece. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
| Baronet is a very great authority on this 
question, becaus: he was directly 
conce-ned in dealing withit in 1885; but 
[ think he will not deny that population 
wid not voting power was, broadly 
speaking, the basis of the arrangement. 
The point he has broughs to my atten- 
tion will be kept in mind. 


Me. McK 4NNA: Will the right hon. 
_Gentleman instruct Ewhatever body he 
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may appoint to inquire into the number 
of the plural voters in particular districts. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam certainly 
not going to commit the Government as | 


to the precise nature of the instructions 
to be given. There may be cases, no 


doubt, in which inquiry may be desirable, | 
but, so far as I have made up my mind | 


on the subject at all, to state the precise 
instructions to be given, or the time at 
which they will be given, would be 
premature. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: If the hon, 
Gentleman will look to the Report of the 
Commissioners he will see it was done in 
the cases of both Surrey and Middlesex. 


Mr. McKENNA: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
body which he has in contemplation to 


set up before the next session of Parlia- | 


ment, in connection with his proposals 


for Redistribution, is the same body as | 


that contemplated in the Resolutions ; 
and, if not, in what respect as regards 
powers and duties the body now proposed 
differs from that originally intended. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Icertainly am 
not going to pledge myself as to the 
identity of the body that will now be 
appointed with the body that would have 
been appointed had the Resolutions been 
passed ; it isa very hypothetical Question. 
But there will, do doubt, bea very close 
relationship. 


Mr. McKENNA asked whether the 
body now proposed to be appointed would 
be a Boundary Commission, or a Com- 


mittee with power to advise the Govern- | 


ment. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: No Commission 
we can appoint would have powers 
except to advise the Government; it 
must ultimately rest with the House of 
Commons to decide 
adopted. 


Mr. DALZIEL: May we assume that 
what is generally understood as a Boun- 
dary Commission will subsequently be 
appointed ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I do not 
think the hon. Gentleman must takemy 


{20 Juby 1905} 


what shall be | 


Questions. 1406 


Answer as of larger scope than appears 
on the surface. I do not think there is 
anything to be gained by stating now 
the precise terms and exact course to be 
| adopted. 

| Mr. McKENNA said surely they were 
entitled to know whether it was pro- 
posed to appoint Boundary Com- 
missioners. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
why the hon. Gentleman is more entitled 
to know it than the House of Commons 
was in 1884 to know the intentions of 
Mr. Gladstone. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman has a peculiar 
tendency to shelter himself under the 
name of Mr. Gladstene. But in Mr. 
| Gladstone’s case, owing to circumstances 
into which I need not enter, the matter 
was the subject of arrangement between 
the two sides of the House, so that 
there is no analogy whatever. 
| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
'Gentleman is mistaken; the Committee 
appointed by Mr. Gladstone was appoin- 
ted before that arrangement 


| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Yes, but 
'the Commission was appointed after- 


| wards. 

Congested Districts (Scotiand) Bill. 

Me. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
now see his way to proceed with the 
Congested Districts (Scotland) — Bill, 
especially in view of the fact that it 
is unanimously supported by all Highland 
Members, and has been brought in by the 
Government no less than four years in 
succession. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Billis a 
very desirable one, but Ido not think It 
is possible to pass it this year. 


Me. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire): 
Seeing that the opposition from this side 
/iS mainly financial, cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman undertake to furnish funds to 
enable the object of the Bill to be carried 
| out 2? Or if he would make a definite 
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promise next year that might remove the 
objection. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That would 


involve a new Bill. 


Scottish Education Bill. 

Sir JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and St. 
Andrews Universities): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
m view of the time now available, he cun 
give facilities at an early date for com- 
pleting the remaining stages of the 
Education (Scotland) Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The progres: 
made in Committee last Friday with the 
Education (Scotland) Bill was of a very 
unsatisfactory character, and I see no 
hope whatever for this Bill except by 
some mutual arrangement between the 
two sides of the House. If such an 
arrangement is possible, I will not say 
the Bill could not be passed, but evi- 
dently the time available for such a 
purpose would be extremely brief. 


QUESTIONS. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL called the 
Speaker’s attention to the fact that four 
of the Questions on the Paper addressed 
to the Prime Minister—three of them 
relating to Redistribution—had not been 
asked or answered, and asked whether 
this was not an abuse of the spirit of 
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the undertaking which was given when | 
the new rules of procedure were adopted, 
that Questions addressed to the Prme | 
Minister should be placed in such a| 
position on the Paper that they would be | 


reached before five minutes to three | 


o'clock. | 
| 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | 
seems to suggest that the Prime Minister | 


has evaded answering the Questions to. 
| 


} 


which he alludes. 
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Accounts Committee. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 
asked what business would be taken next 
week, 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE inqvired whether 
the Unemployed Bill would be put down 
as the second order to-morrow after the 
Naval Works Bill. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said it was not 
possible to act upon that suggestion, 
because the Amendments of the Govern- 
ment to the Unemployed Bill, which he 
hoped would make it a non-contentious 
measure, were not yet ‘on the Paper. 
The second order to-morrow would be 
the Scottish Churches Bill, and it would 
be a great convenience if the first order 
—the Naval Works Bill—were finished in 
time to complete the Committee stage of 
that measure. With regird to next 
week, he did not know whether it was 
proposed to carry the debate on the vote 
of censure through the evening sitting on 
Monday as well as through the morning 
sitting. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have not yet sounded the desires of 
those who sit around me. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that, should 
the House divide on the vote of censure at 
half-past seven o’clock,he proposed to take 
at the evening sitting the Report stage 
of the Scottish Churches Bill, which it 
was desirable to pass as soon as possible 
and send up to another place. 


PROTECTION OF LIFE FROM FIRE. 

Report from the Select Committee 
[Inquiry not completed] brought up, and 
read. 

Report to lie upen the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 254.] 

Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 254.] 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Yes, I do. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not so, 
for the Questions had not been reached 


before five minutes to three o’clock, | 
owing probably to the fact that no fewer | 


| 


than twenty-five supplementary Questions | 


have been asked.” 


| PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 


Third Report brought up, and read, 
with part of the Minutes of Evidence 
and an Appendix. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 248.] 
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SUPPLY [l5tx Atrorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grawt LawsoN (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


CiVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 


Cuass IIT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £83,415, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day 
of March, 1906, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Office of the Irish Land 
Commission.” 
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and deducting that from £27,000,000 odd, 
we had a balance of £18,241,550. We 
have reason to believe that if it were 


| possible by any just and wise expedient 


to remove that block, it ought to be 
possible to deal with from £3,000,000 to 
£5,000,000 worth of property before 


| January next. 


It is quite natural I should be asked 


'why I have not pressed the Treasury 


to issue another loan before the time 
agreed upon has expired. I may re- 
mind the Committee that up to the 
present date only twenty-one months 
have elapsed of the first two years of the 
Act, so that within those twenty-one 
months we have received more than the 
Treasury undertook to provide us with 
in the first two years. Sf that Question 


| be asked, the Answer to it, I think, is 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watver Lona, Bristol, 8.) : 
I think it will be convenient if I 
state what are the suggestions that 
the Irish Government are able to offer 
in order to cope, in some way, at all 
events, with the block in the Land 
Commission. In order to do this I will 
be as brief as possible. It is nec2ssary 
that I should not only tell the 
Committee what the present position is, 
but also remind them what is the 
history of the Irish Land Act of 1903. 
The purchase applications which have 
been received up to date amount to 
£27,935,000. The Treasury undertook at 
the time of the passing of the Act to 
find £5,000,000 a year, and there was an 
understanding arrived at between the 
Treasury and the Irish Government that 
during the first three years that the Act 
would be in operation there should be not 
more than £5,000,000 issued in one year. 
The Treasury loyally carried out their part 
of the bargain, because in the first year 
they issued stock to the extent of 
£5,000,000, which produced £4,337,122. 
In the second year, owing to the represen- 
tations of the Member for Dover, as the 
first,issue had failed to produce the amount 
in cash that the Irish Government had 
anticipated would have been at their 
disposal, the Treasury very liberally con- | 
sented to increase the issue from 
£5,000,000 to £6,000,000. £6,000,000 
was therefore issued, and produeed | 


£5,354,352, m king e total of £9,691,404, | 


obvious. If we put aside altogether 
the question of bargain between the Irish 
Government and the Treasury, and if it 
were the case, as I have already shown it 
is not, that the Treasury has failed 
to act liberally in response to the 
demand made by the Irish Government 
it would still be necessary to consider 
whether it is desirable to issue another 
loan of the same character and on the 
same conditions at the present moment. 
Tbe Committee must recollect that it is 
only possible to issue loans for this or 
any other purpose from time to time as 
it is probable that tney will be freely ac- 
cepted by the money market. I would also 
remindhon. Members that whatever may 
be the inclination in ordinary cases we 
ought not in this case to condemn the 
Treasury for acting in a niggardly way or 
for being unwilling to come to the relief 
of another branch of Irish Government, 


| solely because the Treasury in this matter 


have not themselves to think of. The 
Committee must recollect that upon every 
issue the guarantee fund, of which the 
development grant is the first consti- 
tuent, is responsible for the loss on 
flotation. The Treasury might if they 
cared to do so take up the line that 
it was no business of theirs. The loss 
would fall upon the Irish Exchequer, 
and therefore they need not interfere. 
But there is, apart altogether from 
this local aspect of the question, a much 
larger and wider aspect from which the 
question must be approached and that 
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is the general effect upon the money | 
market. 1 do not think that anybody | 
will deny that, assuming the conditions 
which I have described, namely, a 
deliberate bargain made publicly—not 
privately—but made publicly on the 
floor of this House, and frequently 
referred to since it was made by the 
Treasury and the Irish Government, and 
the complete fulfilment of that bargain— 
I do not think anybody will deny that 
grave risks would be incurred if the 
Treasury, without good cause and without 
obtaining some substantial advantage 
in return, were to break the bargain 
publicly made on the floor of the House 
and throw upon the market another 
loan which would be altogether unex- 
pected by those likely to take it up. It 
might have a very serious effect not only 
upon the value of Jand stock itself, but 
upon the general condition of the money 
market as a whole. Therefore, I have 
adopted the only course open to me 
when I acquiesced in the Treasury view 
and accepted the decision that an extra 
loan on the ordinary terms could not | 
reasonably be issued at the present time. 


I had to ask myself in the circum- 
stances whether it was possible to 
find any cther expedient which would 
temporarily, at all events, tend to lessen 
our difficulties. Ihave examined many 
suggestions which have been made to me, 
but I have been driven to the conclusion 
—and I may say that Ihave come to this 
conclusion after prolonged consultation 
not only with my own advisers but with 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
experts at his command—that the only 
way in which we can, experimentally it 
may be, attempt to relieve the block is 
by making an alteration in the Act of! 
1903. In the Act of 1903 it is made 
obligatory that all payments in respect 
of estates shall be in cash. If we were, 
to alter that so as to make it compulsory | 
upon owners of land to take anything 
else except cash it would be a deliberate 
breach of the provision of Parliament 
and ought not to be undertaken by any- 
body. But there is a middle course 
which the Government sugzest, and it is 
that the Act of 1903 should be amended 
so that the compulsion of taking cash 
should be altered to this extent: that, 
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should be amending words introduced in 
a single-clause Bill to enable the vendors, 
if they so wish, and only if they so wish, 
to take a portion of the purchas: money 
in stock. What I propose is that two- 
thirds of the purchase money should be 
the maximum to be taken in stock, one- 
third in cash, the bonus in cash, and the 
stock to be at its face value. If this plan 
be adopted, it would probably still b: 
necessary to issue more stock, because, as 
I have already shown, the funds at our 
disposa] are absolutely exhausted. 


When I first became responsible for the 
Trish Government, all the existing issues 
and the previous issues had been ex- 
pended with the exception of about 
£1.250,000, That £1,250,000 is practi- 
ca'ly expended at the present time, so 
that it would still be necessary, from 
time to time, to make fresh issues in the 
market. If this plan which I, with 
great respect, suggest to the House be 
adopted, it would have the following 
advantages. In the first place, assuming 
that a certain proportion of the vendors 
took advantage of the arrangement, it 
would enable the landlords aud the tenants 
of the estates affected to complete their 
bargains at a very early date instead of 
having to wait, as it may and probably 
will be, for years before they can hope 
to get the money to which they are 
entitled. If it is urged that this is an 
unexpected development, I am bound to 
remind the Committee that in all the 
debates that took place at the time my 
right hon, friend anticipated that the 
full working of the Act would take a 
very considerable period of time. I 
think he estimated it at probably fifteen 
years. I do not think anybody is to be 
blamed for making a forecast which has 
proved to be so erroneous, because I 
doubt if anybody at the time the Act 
was passed contemplated that it would 
have worked as rapidly as it has done; 
and, whereas it was anticipated that 
£5,009,000 would be more than enough 
in each of the first two years, we find 
those £5,000,000 are gone before that 
period, applications having been so 
numerous. If they continue to come 
in at the present rate the accumulation 
of undisposed of applications will be 
largely increased, and, if we are to deal 


while the Act remains as it is. there; with these in anything Jike reasonable 
‘ 
Mr. Walter Loony. 
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time we must have an additional, and! this arrangement were at all largely 
it may be a temporary and experimental | availed of, while at present we have 





way of dealing with the difficulty. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs) : But does not the vendor get any 
interest on the provisional bargain ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly, he 


gets 34 per cent. on the purchase price. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: ‘Then the 
operation is not suspended. He is draw- 
“ug a fair interest all the time. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly, it 
depends upon the bargain he makes with 
the tenants. Ad interim, he gets 5) per 
cent. on the purchase money. It is 
necessary, however, to remember that 
until the sale is completed his charzes 
cannot be paid off—and therefore the in- 
terest upon them remains at whatever 
figure it has hitherto been—nor does 
he get the benefit of the bonus, which is 
only payable when the transaction 
is completed. Therefore there would 
be these great advantages. Not only 
would the arrancements between the 
landlord and tenant be completed earler 
than otherwise, but the vendors would be 
able to pay off their charges so as to get 
the benetit of the interest on the balance in 
the form of income. I believe myself, and 
I believe the figures I shall give will prove 
it, that in the long run the loss conse- 
quent upon the difference betwee. the face 
value of stock and cash would not be by 
any means serious in amount.  Includ- 
ing the money already issued, to carry 
this Act into successful operation in- 
volves the issue of £112,000,00 of stock 
in order that the money may be found. 
Now the merest tyro of finance must 
recognise that for the years during which 
the Act is running it must throw a very 
heavy liability upon the stock market 
of this country. With all the good will 
in the world oa the part of the British 
Exchequer aad ths investing public, it 
must inevitably be several years, possibly 
many years, before ven lors can gt their 
money, and if, therefore, they are inclined 
to take advantage of this new method, 
then a very great beae it will be co iferred 
not only upoi ths com nua ty ii Ivelaad, 
but upoa th? gaazral sseck market. If 


|to be responsible for the issue in the 
‘course of the next ten or fifteen 
years of some £112,000,000 inclusive 
of the £11,000,000 already issued, it is 
quite conceivable that that issue might 
be reduced £50,090,000 or £60,000.000. 
It is not necessary for me to remind the 
Committee of the buovant effect that 
result would in all probability have upon 
the stock market of the country as a 
whole, Therefore, from a local point of 
view, and irom a general point of view, 
I think I may claim these advantages for 
the s‘heme I propose. 


Let me remind hon, Gentlemen who sit 
for Iri-h constituencies that, if we go on as 
we are at present, there is a very grave 
risk, to put it mildty, of the develop- 
ment grant being entirely absorb d. 
Ii we can costs by an 
expedient such as I have suggested the 
development grant would be the first to 
benefit. Ido not think it necessary to 
say a word about this expedient from the 
point of view of the tenants. So far as 
Thave been able to ascertain, the pur- 
tenants will be in no way 

injurious!v affected. On the contrary, 
the completion of their transactions will 
be expedited, and, so far as they are 
concerned, whether the payment is made 
wholly in cash or in stock is a matter 
Which does not affect them. With 
regard to the position of the vendors, 
this is an experiment which may be only 
of a temporary character, and no vendor 
can be called upon to take this stock 
unless he, of his own free will, consents to 
do so. Therefore, I do not think it can 
be said that it is a hardship, even though 
it may be a new departure which thev 
may regard with some suspicion. I 
admit at once that the Landlords’ Con- 
vention have considered this matter and 
decided that they are not in a position 
to agree to it, Therefors, I mike 
the proposal with th» full knowledge that 
it does not start uader very good 
ausp.ces, and the Governmeat would Mot 
have mad» it had they not felt it was 
their bouaden duty, at all eveats, to make 
&@ propos tion to the Hous> which if it 
conmends itself to Parliament will, [ 
believe, result in lessening the block 
which at'present exists. 


lessen these 


chasing 
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I will give the Committee a very 


simple illustration of the effect of 
the suggested change. I take an estate 
which is encumbered to about two- 
thirds of its value. The purchase 
money is £21,654, and the rate of interest 
for the interim period 3) per cent. 
The present charges amount altogether 
to £605, which deducted from an income 
of £758, leaves a nett income during 
the interim period of £153. Suppose the 
landlord adopts the sugested change. 
The sum requ'ted to pav off the incum- 
brances is £11,667. The landlord will 
receive in cash ore-third of the purchase 
money, £7,218, and a bonus of £2.598, 
making a total of £9,816, so that to make 
up the £11,667 there will he required an 
additional sum of £1,851. To provide 
this sum by selling stock at 92 he would 
sell £2,012, The total stock he receives, 
therefore, is £14,436, of which he will 
retain £12,424, and the annual income 
which he will derive in dividends from 
this stock at 2$ percent. is £342. There- 
fore, while there is a loss in capital value 
to the landlord, during the three, four, or 
five vears which must elapse before he can 
get his purchase completed he will have 
an income of £342 as against £153. The 
result in another illustration which I 
might give is that on an cstate sold for 
£29,299, very heavily encumbered, the 
net income is £6, which by the adoption 
of this plan would be increased to £257. 


Having regard to the immediate pres- 
sure inmany cases and theurgent necessity 
of finding some honest and practical way 
out of the difficulty, I think I may fairly 
urge that the adoption of this suggestion 
will carry no injustice to the purchasing 
tenants, and that while it will inflict 
some capital loss on the landlord it will 
give him so great a relief in regard to his 
immediate receipts that the proposal 
is worthy of careful consideration. 
I have every reason to hope that it may 
not be necessary actually to issue the 
stock in the course of the “coming months. 
Once in the position of offering cash with 
stock it means the purchase of more 
than twice the amount than if cash 
alone were available. I should then think 
it my duty to make such arrangements 
with the Treasury asI could, and avoid, if 
possible, the issue of stock, and thus 
prevent the tisk of additional loss on 


Mr. Walter Long. 
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flotation. The period to which T have 
referred is between now and January 
Ist. Ihave already obtained from the 
Treasury very considerable augmentation 
of the staff of the distributing branches 
of the Land Commission, and T am 
also considerirg with the Lord Chen- 
cellor and the Attorney-General what is 
the best way to deal with the difficulty 
in the Judicial Commissioner’s Court. I 
think everyone will admit that the work 
he ‘has done is almost unexampled in 
amount, and if we can give him ass’st- 
ance we ought to do so. I hope T have 
made these proposals clear to the Com- 
mittee. I apologise to the Committee 
for the time I have occupied, and I further 
ask that at the hands of the Committee 
and Parliament they may have fair ard 
unprejudi ed consideration. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said the right hon. Gentleman had no 
need to apologise for the time he had 
taken, but he had some reason to 
apologise for the fact that in the conclud- 
ing davs of the session when full 
discussion was impossible he should 
propose a fundamental change in the 
Land Act of 1903, He had said that he 
made this suggestion after prolonged 
consultation. Consultation with whom ? 
Not with the representatives of the Irish 
people in that House. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
officials in the Irish Office. 


My own 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Quite so; 
then the right hon. Gentleman had reason 
to apologise for coming to the House at 
the end of the session with a scheme 
without ascertaining the views of those 
who represented the mass of the Irish 
people, in the House and outside it—a 
scheme which necessitated legislation at 
a time when it could not be at all pro- 
perly discussed. Into the merits of the 
proposal he was not entering. This was 
the first he had heard of it, and he de- 
clined to discuss a scheme which was 
thrown at their heads in this way with- 
out any corsultation with or intimation 
to those most deeply interested. If it 
was to be proceeded with it would have 
to be by the introduction of a Bill and 
he, for one, would consent to no Bill 
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dealing with this important subject un- ; 


less he and his colleagues were atforded 
ample opportunity for consideration and 
discussion. ‘hey had too often made the 
mistake of giving way to the stress of 
the moment and accepting legislation of 
this kind without discussion, As far as 
he was concerned he came years ago to 
the conclusion that no matter how simple 
a Bill was, and how good its object, he 
would decline to make himselfin any way 
responsible for its passage without full 
and adequate discussion. Apart from 
the merits of the scheme he gave the 
right hon. Gentleman fair warning that 
he and his colleagues would not agree to 
the passage of any Hill without adequate 
discussion in the House. 


But he had a wider objection with regard 
to the passing of these small amending 
Acts. ‘Lhe truth was that the working ot 
the Land Act of 1903 had in its essential 
portion broken down. ‘The right hon, 
Gentleman was quite correct when he 
spoke of the rapidity with which the Act 


Was Working as judged by the amount | 
of money that had been applied for. | 


But that did not convey an accurate idea 
as to whether this Act was working 
successfully or not. What was the 
primary object of this Bill? It was not 
merely to tacijitate the transfer of land, 
jor that was only the means, ‘he object 
was to settle the Irish land question and 
put an end to the Irish land war. The 
irish land question was, to a very large 
extent, centred in the poorer parts of the 
country where there was congestion on 
tue one side and large depopulated tracts 
ot grazing land on the other. Ii every 
estate of the well-to-do were sold to- 
morrow on fair terms the land question 
would remain so long as the question 
of congestion and cattle ranches remained 
untouched. ‘The working of the Act 
showed a complete and absolute break- 
down in dealing with congestion and the 
breaking up of grass lands. With regard 


to the evicted tenants the Act had been | 


equally a failure. But he took a broader 


Objection to the passage of small amend- | 


ing Bills such as that which was now sug- 
gested. Until they were in a position to 
torce the Government to give them the 


opportunity of proposing an amendment 


ot the Act in order to make it work where 
it was really needed, it would be foolish 
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of them to simply facilitate the hasty 
transfer of estates 1n rich parts of Ireland. 


lhe question arose quite recently in con- 
| nection with the action of the Government 
itself regarding the issue of new regula- 
tiops. The House would remember how 
that matter stood. Until the other day 
they were unable to elicit the directions 
and regulations and instructions under 
which the Estates Commissioners were 
acting. The Report which the Estates 
Commissioners issued stated explicitly 
that instructions had been given to them 
which had had the effect of tettering their 
discretion and preventing them from 
following out the administration of the 
| Act on the lines which seemed best to 
| them, and when they asked for the produc- 
tion of those instructions they were told 
that they were not instructions in accord- 
ance with a certain section of the Act, 
but were given in official correspondence, 
and could not be produced. He did not 
intend to go back on that controversy, 
although it would be a favourable subject 
| for discussion, 


He came now to the new regula- 
tions, The right hon. Gentleman 
promised when he entered  oftice 
that he would make new regulations; 
and that they would be placed beiore 
Parliament. He had done so, and these 
new regulations completely knocked the 
bottom out of the Land Act so far as 
the evicted tenants and the congested 
districts were concerned. The _ first 
regulation the right hon. Gentleman had 
issued was one which in his judgment 
ended all possibility of the Estates Com- 
missioners obtaining uNtenanted land 
anywhere in Ireland, either for the 
purpose of restoring evicted tenants or 
tur the improvement and enlargement ot 
holdings. ‘This new regulation provided 
that the applications in Court should be 
dealt with on the principle of first come 
first served. Now that might seem at 
first sight a fair principle, to lay down, 
that there should be no distinction be- 
tween applications, but to anyone who 
understood the Land Act and how it 
was working it must appear very 
different, Of the £23,000,000 applied for 
up to the present almost all had been 
applied for under sections of the Act, 
that was to say, applied for in direct sales 
| between landlord and tenant, In those 
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-cases it was impossible for the Land | clearing that Court, and the new regula- 
Commissioners to obtain possession of | tion made thata permanent state of things 


untenanted land. And in the case of 


all the estates which were being sold | 


direct from the landlord to the tenant, 
what was the landlord doing? He was 
dividing his estate up before the sale 
took place, putting up lots to auction, 


and selling them to the highest bidder. | 


Then he went to the Land Commis- 
sioners and sold the new holdings to 
them. In very many cases by this 
process the landlord got paid twice over. 
That procedure was on foot all over 
Ireland, with the result that the Land 
Commission had no chance of getting 
possession of untenanted land, 


from the landlord to the Commissioners 
and from them to the tenants that the 
Commissioners had the chance of ob 
taining untenanted land. They could 
always obtain it by sales through the 
Land Judge’s Court. The new regulation, 
however, provided that all the cases 
already in Court which came entirely 
under Section 1 must have precedence, 
with the result that it postponed for 
years and years the possibility of the 
Commissioners obtaining possession of 
untenanted land. Thus it constituted an 
absolute block in the working of the 
Land Act in the only field in which it 
might be hoped to carry out its object 
of settling the Irish land question. He, 
for his part, would oppose any scheme 
for facilitating the obtaining of money 


for this object, so long as there was a| 
’ o 


regulation in force which compelled the 
whole of the money to go to the purchase 
of estates when there was really no land 
question at all, and which prevented any 
of the money going to the poorer parts of 
the country. 


It might be asked what he suggested. 
He admitted it would not 
able to allow absolute discretion to the 
Commissioners to pick out this estate 


and that estate and take the applications | 


in any order they pleased. What he 
suggested was that there should be a fair 
division of the money made available for 
each different class of sales, 
inthe Land Judge’s Court had complained 
that the work had come to a standstill, 
and that it would be absolutely impos- 
sible for him to carry out his object of 


Mr. John Redmond, 


|sioners under Section 1. 


It was | 
iu eases in which the sale tock place | 


be work- | 


Judge Ross | 


by forbidding any of his cases to be taken 
in priority to the £28,000,000 worth of 
cases already in the hands of the Commis- 
He suggested 
| that, in future, if £5,000,000 was devoted 
to land purchase, a certain proportion 
should be put on one side to deal 
with cases in the Land Judge’s Court ; 
that the tenth of it, sxy £3,000,000, 
should be put aside to deal with 
direct sales, and the balance be put at 
the disposal of the Land Commission to 
deal with cases under Section 6, where 
they bought direct from the landlord, in 
which case they could hope to obtain 
|the breaking up of these large grazing 
|farms. Any scheme of that sort would 
| receive from them careful consideration. 
| When a block had been come to and 
| when there were great interests at stake 
| affecting the vast majority of the people 
| 
| 
| 


of Ireland, it was not reasonable or 
business-like for the Chief Secretary to 
come there with a cut-and-dried scheme, 
after prolonged consultation with a few 
| English officials sent over to the offices 
in Dublin, without any consultation with 
| te people affected or their representa- 
| tives, This was an Act amending the Land 
| Act of 1903, not dealing with the really 
‘important parts of the Land Act, but 
| providing money to facilitate sales in the 
richer parts of Ireland where there was 
no great hardship. 


The next regulation was the most 
extraordinary he had ever heard. He 
would read a portion of it— 





“In every case in which an application is 
made to the Estates Commissioners they shall 
inquire whether any intimidation has been 
exercised, directly or indirectly, in reference to 
or in connection with such application or the 
subject matter thereof, or the estate or land 
affected thereby.” 


Would the House seriously consider 
what that meant? Here was a body of 
'Commissioners consisting of three very 
able officials, civilians not connected in 
any way with the law. They had the duty 
of carrying out the sale of estates 
and the Executive came along and said 
to them, ‘When an application is made 
to you, you must first inquire whether 
there has been any intimidation in con- 
nection with the application or the land 
‘affected 4” What was intimidation? 
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Were the Estates Commissioners to go 
out like two removable magistrates and 
hold a Court in the district, and try the 
question whether there had been intimida- 
tion or not? What did intimidation 
mean? The object of this regulation, 
in his View, was to intimidate the people. 
It was to try to bring about the sale of 
estates all over Ireland without allowing 
the people anything in the nature of 
public action or freedom of speech to 
discuss the Act or the prices under the 
Act. It seemed to him that this regula- 
tion would have the direct effect, if 
carried out, of intimidating the people. 
The mere proposal of it was certainly 
calculated to create an utterly false im- 
pression in that House and in the 
country, because a proposal of this kind 
could scarcely be justified unless the 
Government that made it was able to 
show that there was in the country some 
widespread system of wrong-doing and 
intimidation. 


The proposal was quite remarkable. 
The Commissioners were to inquire as 
to whether there was any intimidation or 
nots How were they to inquire? Sup- 
pose that a local policeman wrote to the 
C mmissioners saying, “‘I hear that there 
Is a proposal for the sale of such and 
such an estate. I beg to call your atten- 
tion to the fact that the enclosed anony- 
mous threatening notice was found posted 
on a dead wall in the neighbourho d.” 
Was that intimidation? Certainly it 
was an accusation of intimidation. Wasit 
not ludicrous under these conditions to 
instruct that an application was to be put 
on one side, and that Mr. Wrench, Mr. 
Bailey, and Mr. Finucane were solemnly 
to go down and hold an inquiry as to 
whether intimidation was really in exist- 
ence there or not ¢ They were forbidden 
to enter into the matter at all until they 
had satisfied themselves on that matter, 
Take another case. Suppose that negotia- 
tions were going on tor the sale of an 
estate in ‘Lipperary or anywhere they 
liked—let him say, to make the case a 
very aggravated one, that the Member fo 
Tipperary went down among his own 
constituents—an audacious thing for him 
to do in Ireland—and that he was 
accompanied by two or three parish priests 
and other friends of the tenants, and held 
a meeting at which the question of sale 
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was discussed openly and in preference to 
the Press ; and resolutions were come to 
saying that the landlord should make this 
concession, asking that certain other 
concessions should be made, and inquir- 
ing what was the best price that the 
landlord would take. Of course he knew 
that might be held to be intimidation 
under the Coercion Act by two remov- 
able magistrates. But was it seriously 
suggested that on account of a public 
meeting of that kind to advise the people 
as to what they were to do in regard to 
holdings in the neighbourhood, the Com- 
missioners were not to be allowed to 
entertain applications until they had 
made inquiry as to whether intimidation 
had been practised or not? This regula- 
tion was a most Insulting one, and an 
unworkable one. [t seemed to him that 
if the Commissioners attempted to carry 
it out they would be bound to inquire 
into every expression of public opinion 
so long as public opinion made itself 
heard at all. So long as the views of the 
people were freely heard it would be 
impossible to carry out any sales at all 
because the Commissioners would be 
engaged all their time inquiring into 
these matters. 
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The third regulation absolutely pre- 
vented the improvement and enlargement 
of holdings in the first place, and actually 
prevented the restoration of the evicted 
tenants in the second place. The first 
regulation prevented the possibility of 
the Commissioners getting hold of un- 
tenanted lands. The third regulation 
said that even when they did get poses- 
sion of untenanted land they could not 
divide it up in the way suggested, 
either for the improvement of hold- 
ings or the restoration of evicted tenants. 


Let him read the third regulation— 


“Having regard to the provisions of 
Sections 2, 4 and 8 of the Act, and of the 
enactments repealed by the Act, untenanted 
lands when purchased by the Kstates Com- 
inissioners, Whether they form part of an 
estate sold or have been acquired under the 
provisions of Section 8, should be utilised for 
the enlargement of the uneconomic holdings 
of agricultural or pastoral tenants, or for 
providing lands for the persons, or for the 
purposes described in Sections 2 and 4 of the 
Act, and not for the purpose of erecting 
tenancies for the benetit of, or making allot- 
ments to, persons other than those deseribed 
in the last-mentioned sections.” 
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The persons described 
mentioned sections were of four classes 
—the tenants on the estate, the sons 
of tenants on the estate, the evicted 
tenants, and tenants in the immediate 
neighbourhood whose holdings were 
under £5 v.luation. Up to the issue 
of these regulations, if his information 
was accurate, the Commissioners were 
endeavouring to do what they could 
in the way of enlargement of holdings 
and in the way of the migration of 
tenants irrespective of these limita- 
tions. They were forbidden now to 
go outside these four classes. What 
did that mean? He did not know 
if there was anyone on the other 
side of the House acquainted with the 
state of things in the immediate neigh- 
bourhood of the congested districts in 
the West of Ireland, but let him take an 
example from that part of Galway which 
was much in the public eye at the pre- 
sent moment, and in respect to which the 
trial was going on of fifty or sixty 
peasants on charges of unlawful assembly. 
He might say, incidentally, that it was 
a district surrounding the Clanricarde 
Kstate, and consisted of a whole series of 
great cattle ranches. There were no 
tenants there, and therefore if the Com- 
missioners got possession of it and evaded 
regulation Number one, they could not 
deal with it by giving it to tenants. 
‘There were no tenants’ sons. The evicted 
tenants who were the third class could 
never get it as he would show in a 
moment when he came to deal with 
their case under the same circular, and 
as to the fourth class there were scores 
of these ranches where there were no such 
tenants in the immediate neighbourhood, 
and if the Commissioners succeeded in 
getting these tracts into their hands 
under these new regulations they could not 
use them for the purpose of improving 
or enlarging holdings. 


He would now deal with Sub-section (a) 
of the third regulation, which was in the 
following terms— 


“The Estates Commissioners should only 
consider the question of providing a holding 


for a tenant evicted from any holding comprised | 


in an estate upon the sale of that estate, and 
where there is untenanted land available for 
such purpose either comprised in an estate, 
or aquired by the Commissioners under Section 
8 of the Act.’ 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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What did that mean? Before steps 
could be taken for the restoration of an 
evicted tenant the estate upon which 
the evicted holding was must be sold. 
That put an end to the possibility of the 
restoration of evicted tenants in Ireland. 
Take, again, the case of Lord Clanricarde. 
His hon. friend the Member for East 
Galway lived ina parish in which there 
were fifty evicted families living on the 
roadside, or upon the support given to 
them by their neighbours. They had 
been evicted for the last fifteen, 
eighteen, and some of them twenty 
years, They were on two estates, Lord 
Clanricarde’s was one, and the other 
was the Lewis Estate. He thought 
there was no possibility, so long as 
these men were alive, of the estates being 
sold, and although the Commissioners 
thought they had power and were 
certainly exercising power of that kind, 
endeavouring to deal with the evicted 
tenants, they were now told that unless 
the estate was sold nothing could be done 
for those men. That was a_ most 
‘iniquitous regulation. It prevented the 
working of the evicted tenants’ portion of 
the measure, and for his part he objected 
to any small amending Act being rushed 
through the House, without discussion, at 
the end of the session without the repre- 
sentatives of [reland being given an 
opportunity of exposing the state of 
things. 
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He repeated, therefore, what he said the 
other day in answer to a reply given 
across the floor of the House by the right 
hon. Gentieman, that he would oppose, as 
far as he was concerned, by every means 
in his power every amending Act to 
facilitate sale in Ireland where the sale 
was of comparatively small importance 
so long as these iniquitous regulations 
were in force. The real truth of the 
matter was that so far as the essential 
portions of the Land Act were concerned 
they had broken down. He and his 
colleagues were of opinion that they 
would never work in the West of Ireland 
until the Congested Districts Board and 
the Estates Commissioners were invested 
with compulsory powers to deal with land- 
lords of the type of Lord Clanricarde. 
There was a strong feeling in some parts 
‘of the country that compulsory powers 
/ought to be conceded in regard to the 
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congested portions in the West, and in 
regard to the problem of the great grazing 
ranches. He, for one, would not consent 
to any rushing through of the measure 
suggested by the right hon. Gentleman, 
and he hoped that when the right hon. 
Gentleman came to reply he would tell 
the House when he proposed to introduce 
the Bill, when he proposed to take the 
Second Reading, and what time would 
he offered for the examination and 
discussion of the measure. 


*Mr. MULDOON (Donegal, N.) said 
he rose for the purpose of seconding the 
Amendment that had been moved. 
He agreed with the assertion of his hon. 
and learned friend that in its main 
features and in its main purposes the 
Act of 1903 had been a failure, and if its 
operations proceeded at the same rate of 
progress as now he was afraid that the 
Irish land question ten years hence 
would be in a far worse condition than 
when the Land Act was first passed. He 
confessed that when the Chief Secretary 
rose he expected to hear from him some 
apology for the failure of the Act, which 
was confessed in the Report recently 
issued by the Estates Commissioners. 
He did not think that any Blue-book 
ever presented to this House within 
twenty-one months of the passing of an 
Act contained a more humiliating con- 
tession of the failure of British legisla- 
tion for Ireland. 


There were other causes besides want 
of money for the non-success of the Act. 
Not only had the Act been a failure, but 
every promise, every prospect held out 
by the Chief Secretary had failed. The 
responsibility for that failure, he admitted, 
was to be found in many causes; but 
chiefly, he thought, in the action of the 
Irish Executive themselves in reference 
to the Estates Commissioners, These 
Commissioners were gentlemen of great 
experience in regard to Irish land, and 
had been entrusted by the House with 
the exclusive administration of the Act. 
Notwithstanding that, the first act of 
the Executive was to issue regulations 
to them which were not made public, 
and which affected the main features 
and legal administration of the Act. 
Agents for the litigants appeared before 


the Commissioners to argue a point of! 
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law which had already been decided by 
instructions issued from Dublin Castle. 
Nevertheless, the farce had to be gone 
through. 


The first of these cases was the im- 
portant question under Section 5 of the 
security for the loan. That was argued 
before the Commissioners, although 
the decision had already come from 
Dublin Castle secretly. He said nothing 
about the Judicial Commissioner, because 
he believed that the Irish Executive had 
not treated him fairly in this matter, 
but he joined in the tribute which 
had been paid to the work he had 
gone through. When a point of this 
enormous importance in regard to 
the security, affecting public interests 
in Ireland to an enormous extent, 
came before the Judicial Commis- 
sioner the Irish Executive waited for a 
case in which the solicitor for the land- 
lord and the solicitor for the tenant 
argued the same proposition of law. 
In the King-Harman Estate the con- 
tention put forward on behalf of the 
landlords was the same as that put 


forward by the tenant. The same 
happened with regard to the Blake 


Foster Estate. That estate came up for 
sale under Section 40 of the Land Act of 
1896, and the price was agreed between 
the landlord and the tenant at fourteen 
years purchase. That amounted to 
£6,000. It did not go through because 
the Irish Land Commission reported 
that the security was bad and they 
refused to advance one penny. Under 
the Land Act of 1903, Section 1, the 
landlord and tenant made arrangements 
for nineteen years purchase and the 
amount involved was £8,900. The Land 
Commission, under the powers of Section 
1, were asked to do nothing but approve 
of the advance, for no other reason in 
the world than that the tenants in that 
case were getting, by reason of the 
lower interest, a reduction of nearly forty 
per cent. The counsel for the tenants 
went before the Judicial Commissioner, 
who was to decide an important point of 
law which would effect an enormous 
nu nber of tenants all over Ireland, ask- 
ing him to approve of the price. The 
argument was that the Commission had 
no jurisdiction, except to express a »proval 
under the first Section of the Act. There 
3 F 








1427 Civil Scrvices and Revenue 


{COMMONS} 





1428 


Depts. Estumetes, 1995-6. 


was another case, in which the Treasury | was the policy of Dublin Castle to prevent 


went before the Judicial Commissioner to 
argue that any money advanced for the 


improvement of land must come out of the | 


reserve fund. There was no appearance 
‘or anybody except the Treasury. That 
case was argued for the Treasury by Mr. 
Matheson, and really it amounted to a 
farce. He had the report, which ap- 
peared in a legal paper, The Jurist, 
which stated that when Mr. Matheson had 
finished his argument for the Treasury, 
the judicial tribunal invited him to 
argue the case for the other side. Then 
Mr. Matheson proceeded with what he 
conceived might be argued by the other 
side, upon which the Judicial Commis- 
sion said that he was bound to acknow- 
ledge that Mr. Matheson had not gone 
the length of imperilling to any great 
extent his own argument in behalf of 
the Treasury, but that he was sure that 
Mr. Matheson had done all he could. 
He put it to the House whether décisions 
on the interpretation of an Act of Parlia- 


ment of enormous importance and in- | 


volving great consequences should be 
taken under circumstances like that. 
It was not fair to the distinguished 
gentleman who filled the office of Judicial 
Commissioner. He put it tothe Attorney- 
General whether it would not be possible 
to have matters of that kind—questions 
of abstract law—settled when both 
parties were represented. He could 
imagine nothing of more importance 
to the people of Ireland. 


Almost which had 


every promise 
been made from the other — side 
of the House when the Act of 
1903 was passing through the House 
had either failed in operation or had been 
broken. The failure of the legislation 
of 1903 could only be measured by the 
speeches made by the right hon. Member 
for Dover when the Bill was being passed. 
On March 25th, 1903, the right hon. 
Member for Dover said that— 

“Some of the holdings ought not to be sold 
unless they were increased in size, and in the 
neighbourhood of estates where there was 
a congested population this ought to be dealt 
with.” 

Now, the instructions received by the 
Estates Commissioners from Dublin Castle 
showed, as had been pointed out by the 
hon. Member for Waterford, that that 
promise would not be carried out. It 


Mr. Muldoon. 


it being carried out. Again, on March 
25th, 1903, the right hon. Member for 
Dover said— 

“The agrarian situation in Ireland is to 
be built up from the bottom. It is our object 
to enable every occupier to purchase an 
economic holding capable of maintaining him 
self and his family in decency and comfort.” 

The Estates Commissioners had adopted 
the svstem, outlined in their Report, of 
allowing the landlords to sell their estates 
block by block, and that rendered it 
impossible to carry out the promise of 
the right hon. Member for Dover. The 
landlord selected town lands where the 
tenants were under heavy arrears of rent ; 
these town lands were sold and that set 
a precedent for all the other land. There 
was no question of congestion ; no ques- 
tion of untenanted land; and no means 
of carrying out the policy outlined by 
the right hon. Member for Dover when 
the Act was passed through the House. 
There might be, in the immediate neigh- 
bourhood of that estate, a congested 
population, but it was not possible to 
deal with it. Nobody could pretend 
that there had been any effort to carry 
out the policy of the Act of 1903. Never 
had there been a bigger confession of 
failure than the present condition of 
things in the West of Ireland. It 
amounted to a confession on the part of 
the Executive that it was impossible 
the 


to carry out their policy under 
law as it now stood. The Estates 


Commissioners were given all the powers 
of the Congested Districts Board to sell 
to the tenants economic holdings, and to 
improve estates, yet no sooner were the 
Estates Commissioners installed in office 
than that particular section of the 
Act was repealed—practically repealed 
by His Majesty's Treasury. 

With regard to the instructions 
lately issued by the Executive to the 
Commissioners, he could only say 
that, if he expressed exactly what he 
thought, he would be called to order, 
which was a thing he did not at present 
desire. The instructions said that in 
every case in which an application of 
any kind came before the Commissioner 
the first duty was to go into a roving 
commission to see if there had been any 
intimidation. This instruction simply 
repealed the whole of Section 1 of the 
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Act, because there there was 
jurisdiction to approve if the price was 
within the limits mentioned. It was 
simply grotesque to suggest that 
these Commissioners were to go 
down and inquire in every case 
whether a threatening letter had been 
sent. As a result of all this the efforts 
to relieve the congestion of the West 
had dwindled down to the purchase of 
three estates only. A more complete 
failure could not be conceived, and the 
Committee would see that, having regard 
to the present condition of things, and 
‘o the acute situation which had arisen 
in the West of Ireland, it would be 
necessary for a new Bill to be 
brought in that the promises of the Act 
‘f 1903 might be fulfilled, a Bill which 
vould not leave it in the power of the 
Uastle or the Treasury to annul or 
lestroy its provisions, 


Whereupon Motion made, and 
Juestion proposed, “ That a sum, not 
exceeding £83,515, be granted for the 
-aid Service.’—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


CoLtoneEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) said it had been stated that the Irish 
Land Purchase Act was an utter failure. 
it was a curious thing that failure of the 
\ct in one direction was caused by its 
suecess in another. The failure of the 
\et, as far as he understood, was simply 
one of money, the great success of the 
Act was shown by the enormous number 
of applications, under it to sell estates 
and to purchase farms. The House 
must remember that this Act was 
brought in for the sake of the tenants. 
"he tenants, as the House was aware, 
were the origin of the land question 
in Ireland, which had always been the 
great difficulty in the way of adminis- 
tration. In order to settle that ques- 
tion some way was required to settle 
the tenants, and the way the Act pro- 
posed was that the tenants should be- 
come the owners of the land they tilled. 
He had been accused by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite of opposing all Land Bills ; 
but he absolutely denied that charge, 
for he had always supported them. 
He had always held that Irish tenants 
first of all required protection, and 
that the best solution of the ques- 
tion was to make the tenants the 
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owners of their own land, and so he 
gave his cordial support to the Land 
Act. He did not think even Nationalist 
Members would maintain that a Minister 
would bring in a_ Bill involving 
£112,000,000 merely to back up land- 
lords. The only reason the House passed 
the Act was because it was supposed 
to put an end to a hopeless political 
situation in Ireland. He was sure that 
if the Land Bill had been introduced 
to assist Irish landlords it would not 
have been received with much favour 
by any part of the House. That being 
so, he listened to the proposal of the Chief 
Secretary with great interest, because 
he looked upon that proposal! as directly 
on the side of the tenants. 
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Admittedly there was a deadlock for 
want of money; how was that money to 
be provided ? His right hon. friend had 
shown, at any rate, a possible solution, 
That solution had not met with the ap- 
proval of Irish landlords. Those landlords 
contended that the Act promised pay- 
ment in cash ; this proposal proposed 
two-thirds payment in scrip, and the 
landlords refused that proposal. He per- 
sonally was in favour of it. He looked 
upon it as probably the best offer the 
landlords would ever get and although 
undoubtediy at first sight it seemed 
unsatisfactory to take £92 instead of 
£100, vet he thought anyone who knew 
the history of finance would not fail 
to see that, in all probability, the land 
stock of the Government would soon be 
on the rising grade, and those landlords 
who did not like, and who refused to 
accept, the issue of stock at £92 would, 
if they accepted it, probably find that in 
a few years the stock would have gone up 
in the direction of par. Therefore, he 
did not think landlords, if they were wise, 
would reject this offer, because, un- 
doubtedly, if his hon. friend’s scheme 
were carried, it would to a great extent 
remove the block which now arrested 
the purchase of land in Ireland. 


Thehon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford did net hold out much hope that the 
land question would be settled in the time 
of the present generation, because he 
said he intended to oppose any proposal 
made by any Government which did not 
deal with the graziers in the West of 
Ireland, which, of course, meant the same 
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thing as turning out these graziers in 
order that their grass land might be cut 
up for the use of their neighbours. He 
(Colonel Saunderson) did not hear from 
the hon. and learned Gentleman what he 
was going to do with these unfortunate 
graziers after he had turned them out ; 
he had certainly said nothing about 
compensating them. These poor graziers 
were apparently to be turned out of their 
farms on to the roads without any com- 
pensation whatever. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is not 


an accurate description of my speech. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON said it was 
as accurate as he could give it. At any 
rate, the hon, and learned Member in- 
tended to oppose 
forward that did not at the same time 
include the taking up of grazing lands, and 
the reinstatement of evicted tenants. 
Therefore, the settlement of the land ques- 
tion would not depend upon how this Act 
succeeded, but whether a Bill was intro- 
duced at some future period dealing 
with these two questions. He did not 
think the present Government were likely 
to last long enough to bring in any such 


Bill, and he doubted whether hon. Gen- | 
tlemen opposite who might form the next | 
Administration would be very anxious to | 


of that kind. He 


concede legislation 
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tion from both landlord and tenant. No 
doubt they all hoped that in the future 
the vast sums of money spent in Ireland 
would bring about a better state oi 
things. He believed it would. When 
the tenants were in an _ independent 
position under this Act he thought they 
would probably look askance at a politica! 
agitation which up to the present meant 
cheap land for themselves. What did 
the House expect? They had _ been 
pelting sovereigns at the heads of the 
Irish tenants for twenty-five years, 
sowing money. Up to the present what 
had been the crop? The real crop was 
that which sat below the gangway. But 
in the future there was no doubt that the 
great object with which the Bill was 
'passed two years ago would come to 
fruition, and Ireland would become a 
peaceful and prosperous part of the 
United Kingdom. He hoped this Bill 
would receive the sanction of the House. 
He feared there was not much chance, 
after the speech of the hon. and learned 
Member, ofits passing at this late period 
of the session. If it did not, the fault 
would be, not with the Government, but 
on the shoulders of the hon. and learned 
Member and his friends who, for reasons 
of their own, opposed a measure which 
would facilitate to a very 
considerable extent the progress of land 
purchase in Ireland. 





| certainly 


thought the hon. and learned Member must | 


have felt that his opposition to this Bill 
placed him in rather a difficult position, 
as he must know that a vast number of 
the Irish tenants were eager and anxious 
to become possessors of land, and land- 
lords desired to sell, and that every- 
thing depended upon whether money 
was forthcoming or not. That was the 
question in Ireland. The hon. and | 
learned Member got out of the difficulty | 
by saying that his sympathies were so | 
deeply engaged in the West, among the | 
evicted tenants, that he opposed ‘what | 
would undoubtedly be a very popular 
measure among all classes until some 
legislation was brought forward dealing 
with these two questions. 


The question was—had the Act been a | 
failure in Treland ? They could not expect | 
in two years to produce a great change, 
but proof that the Act was succeeding was | 
shown by the immense number of applica- 


Colonel Saunderson. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8S.) 
reminded the Committee that there was 
‘the question of land tenure, which was 
of some importance, to be considered. 
The last Report of the Land Commission 
_ was issued twelve months ago, and showed 
| that there were 13,082 cases of appeal 
/in fair-rent cases pending on April Ist, 
| 1903. On April Ist, 1904, after the 
new scheme had come into operation, 
| the number had increased to 13,808. 
They could, however, get no Report of 
the Land Commission save when it was 
fifteen months old. He wished, there- 
_ fore, to know whether the Chief Secretary 
could give any information as to the pro- 
| gress made in the appeals in fair-rent 
‘cases during the past twelve months. 
He had recently listened to a debate 
/in another place on this subject of the 
new Act and he felt that those who took 
| part in it wanted cash for themselves 
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and coercion for their tenants. That 
was the sum and substance of the 
debate. 


As to the regulations dealing with inti- 
midation he said there ought to be perfect 
ireedom between the vendor and the pur- 
chaser. This House refused to grant com- 
pulsion upon the landlord—a compulsion 
they ought to have granted—but being re- 
fused there ought to be complete freedom 
between vendor and purchaser. The 
purchaser, it he were guilty of intimida- 
tion, or so-called intimidation, would be 
seriously punished under these regula- 
tions. He would be wholly deprived of 
the right of purchase, as the estate would 
go to the bottom ofthe list, and miglit be 
heard of twelve or fifteen years hence. 
But how was intimidation on the part of 
the landlord dealt with? It was not 
dealt with at all. He could quote 
communications from tenants in different 
parts of Ulster stating that they had 
been compelled to sign agreements giving 
what they considered to be absolutely 
unfair prices for the land. The compul- 
sion upon them was that the landlord 
held the bog which was an absolute 
necessity of the farmer’s life in Treland, 
ind unless the people paid the price 
demanded the bog was taken from them. 
[here was no provision in the regulations 
for dealing with cases of that sort. Al- 
leged intimidation on the part of the 
tenants was to be inquired into, but 
there was no proposal for inquiring into 
uch duress on the part of the landlord, 
which was plentiful all over the province 
of Ulster. As to the facts, what means 
had the Estates Commissioners of finding 
out whether or not there had_ been 
intimidation ? Were the Irish Office 
to define intimidation for their benefit ? 
The Chief Secretary would surely not 
deny that controversy in a district over 
the price to be paid and the circumstances 
attending purchase was perfectly legiti 
mate and even necessary. There wasan 
actual case within his knowledge in which 
arrangements for purchase were going on, 
and agreements were being signed, when 
the board of guardians denounced the 
terms that were being arranged on the 
ground that they would prejudice the 
tenants on other estates in the neighbour- 
hood. He was not sure that that was not 
perfectly legitimate, but what he wanted 
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to know was whether, in such a case 
where the neighbourhood might be 
thrown into a state of excitement for 
which the tenants were not in any way to 
blame, would that be counted by the 
Estates Commissioners as intimidation ? 
Were the tenants to be penalised because 
of the action of men in the neighbourhood 
who had no connection whatever with the 
property ? That that was not at all an 
impossible event was shown by a recent 
case in Galway, where the tenants were 
anxious to buy. Lord Ashtown cruelly 
bought over their heads, and the Judge 
held that there had been an attempt to 
boycott graziers, although he had to 
admit that the tenants themselves were 
entirely innocent of it. Was the Chief 
Secretary going to give any guidance 
to the Commissioners as to what would 
constitute intimidation in these cases ? 


He held that the landlords in the West 
of Ireland were entirely to blame for the 
state of affairs that had arisen under the 
Act. They had been guilty of a gross 
breach of faith. These western tenants, 
many of whom were being prosecuted at 
Galway Assizes, were told that the Act of 
1903 would add to their wretched un- 
economic holdings grass lands te make 
them fit to live on. That was the avowed 
policy of the Land Act, which was passed 
as the result of an understanding between 
the representatives of the landlords and 
of the tenants. The besis of that under- 
standing was of a two-fold character. 
The landlords agreed t> sell their property 
on receiving a fair equivalent for their 
second-term rents. Thet was agreed 
upon at the Land Conference, and 
ratified by the Landlords’ Convention, 
and it was the principle upon which the 
Bill became an Act of Parliament. The 
landlords also agreed to special terms 
being given to the West of Ireland and to 
the evicted tenants. Personally he was 
anxious to get rid of landlords anywhere. 
He did not take part in the Land 
Conference or the debate upon this ques- 
tion of the West of Ireland, because 
he was anxious to abolish landlordism 
everywhere. The agreement was that 
whilst it was a good thing to get rid of 
landlordism there were special circum- 
stances connected with the West of 
Ireland that made the necessity for 
dealing with the problem there urgent. 
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The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Dover made promises with regard 
to the West of Ireland, and the 
Irish landlords got £12,000,000 as a 
bonus—which meant a gift—to induce 
them to accept the Land Act. What 
had happened? in the county of Gal- 
way there were great grass holdings and 
crowds of cotter tenants. When the 
Land Act was passed these cotters 
were told that they would get their 
holdings enlarged by the sale of these 


grass lands. The late Chief Secretary | 


said that was his main purpose, and 
why should these poor suffering cotter 
tenants not think that the House would 
be as good as its word? It was abso- 
lutely wrong that these people should 
have sent threatening letters to graziers, 
but it should’ not be forgotten that 
these people had a right to expect that 
the landlords, having got £12,000,000 of 
public money in excess of the proper 
price of their land, would have stood 
to their part of the bargain. That 
policy had not been carried out. and 
the Chief Secretary had actually issued 
regulations that strangled and throttled 
the Act itsel'. 


What were the landlords in the 
West of Ireland doing! Were they 
content with the equivalent for their 
second-term net income / Why, they were 
refusing to sell either to the Congested 
Distre's Board or t» the Estates 
Commission. Because if they did so 
they knew their land would be inspected 
by expert valuers, and they would get 
just the value of their land and no more. 
These landlords would not sell to the 
Land Commission, because they could 
make far better terms with the wretched 
tenants Jaden with arrears of rent and 
the bog they could take from them, and 
they could get any price they liked from 
these wretched people. Consequently 
they preferred direct sales and the: 
were getting under the zones an equiva- 
lent to the prices paid for the best land 
in Antrim and Down. These landlords 
were now absolutely refusing to carry out 
their part of the bargain, and they 
were actually selling their wretched 
fogs and swamps—some of which were 
floating away—in the West of Ireland 
to the State at a fancy price. With 


{COMMUNS} 
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bw policy of the Land Act could be 
carried out and the holdings made 
‘economic, the moment they were applied 
\for by the tenants the landiords were 
/up in arms and declined to sell. It 
/was wrong for these tenants to send 
| threatening letters, but it was much worse 
‘for the Government to make a set of 
regulations which practically repealed 
the Act in many important particulars. 


With regard to the Land Judge’s Court.. 
what did the Chief Secretary mean by 
'the first regulation ¢ He did not blame 
the right hon. Gentleman so much, 
because it was impossible that the ablest 
Englishman could learn the lesson of 
Irish needs during three months experi- 
ence of Ireland. He did, however, blame 
those who advised the right hon. Gentle- 
man. Here they had applications of a 
direct character for £30,000,000, and 
the Estates Commissioners were in- 


structed to time their applications to 


the Land Judge so as not to interfere 
with the priority of applications. It 
this was not really so serious it would be 
absolutely comic. The Estates Com- 
| missioners must buy when they got the 
chance in the Land Judge's Court. The 
Land Judge did not suit himself to their 
necessities. How could they time the 
application when the Land Judge sat 
every Thursday for the purpose of dis- 
posing of these estates. When they had 
not the money to come in and purchase 
them when they were exposed for sale, 
how were they ever to get them? Did 
the Chief Secretary know that the session 
before last the House passed a Resolu- 
tion, with the consent of the Government. 
to wind up that Court? He did not 
'know whether it was seriously passed 
ior not. Probably the breakdown gang 
did not arrive in time. A division was 
imminent, and all the well-known Gentle- 
men who took part in such operations 
ihad said their say. At anygrate, a 
Resolution was passed with the consent 
‘of the Chief Secretary. Now let him 
ask the Chief Secretary how could the 
_Land Judge wind up his Court if he 
| Was fettered with a regulation like 
|that, and if they prevented the 
| Estates Commissioners from going into 
|the Court and purchasing the¥ estates 
that were for sale. They were going 


regard to the grass lands, by which alone | in the teeth of a Resolution of the 
Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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House by these regulations. They were | 
wiping out every promise the right hon. | 
Gentleman the Member for Dover made | 
with regard to the poor tenants of the | 
West of Ireland and with regard to the | 


Land Judge’s Court. | 


He agreed with the hon. and learned | 
Member for Waterford that nothing | 
could have been simpler, when they | 
raised a loan of £5,000,000, to 
apply £5,000,000 or £3,500,000 to direct | 
sales, to give Judge Ross £500,000 | 
or £600,000, and devote the rest to the | 
uneconomic holdings of the West of | 
Ireland. There was some spite to the | 
Member for Dover in it. He went too | 
far to please the Irish landlords. His | 
work must be undone, and his speeches 
rubbed off the slate, and the slate made 
clean. This was really what was being 
done, and nothing else. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. 
Member must not impute a motive of that 
kind. Whatever view we take of the 
administration of the Act. it is difficult 


| Court wasits judgment. 


| be 
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setting forth his reasons for dissenting. 
What did that mean? They might have 
called it the Wrench regulation. He had 
no feeling against Mr. Wrench. He was 
one of the few Members in the Hou e 
who said a good word for Mr. Wrench 

when he was appointed under the Act of 
1903. The hon. Member said he would 
'be obliged to the Chief Secretary if he 


_ would produce anything like that in any 
| Court in the world. 


The judgment of a 
Why should the 
judgment of the dissenting minority 
sent up to the revising Court. 
The case ought to go to the Judicial 
Commissioner ide i Mr. 
Wrench was to be able to send up his 
opinion on a point of law to the Judicial 
Commissioner. What value was his 
opinion on a point of a law? Itshowed 





the spirit in which the whole code had 


been drawn, 


He was not going to take any posi- 
tion on the financia! proposal made by 
the Chief Secretary, save to say that he 


agreed with the hon. Member for 
Waterford in objecting to legislation 
|regarding Irish affairs being brought 


/in in the month of August, when nobody 


enough without imputations of that | 
kind. | 
*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the right | 


hon. Gentleman might say what he liked. 
He knew what was going on in Dublin. | 
He knew that there was a conspiracy to | 
undo the philanthropic part of the Act. | 
Take the case of the evicted tenants, | 
they had only to read the regulations | 
to see that it would be impossible to | 
carry out the intentions of the Act. The 


regulation hindered the evicted tenant | 
from being reinstated until the estate | 


was sold, and it effectually prevented | 
his migration to other parts of the | 
country. 


There was another regulation to} 
which no one had yet referred. He | 
thought it the most interesting of all, | 
and he should like to know its history. 
There were three Estates Commissioners. 
When a question of law was referred 
by the Estates Commissioners to the 
Judicial Commissioner in the event of | 
ony Estates Commissioner dissenting | 
from the form of the reference agreed | 


to by the majority, the dissenting | 
Commissioner was to. furnish the) 
«udicial Commissioner with a _ note 


| without discussion. 


| favour of the landlord. 
delayed in getting the vesting order. 


was in the House, and rushed through 
He would be no 
party to that, no matter how small the 


Bill was. But was the case quite 
so bad as the Chief Secretary made 
out from the landlords’ standpoint ? 


What were the facts? When an estate 
was sold the landlord got 3} per cent. 


or 3} per cent. or even 4 per cent., for 


the tendency was upwards now, on the 
purchase money un‘il the vesting order 
was issued and the purchase was con- 
cluded. He ventured to say that 3} or 
4 per cent on the purchase money was 
pretty nearly equal, not to his rental, but 
| to the rent which he actually received. 


| Therefore why the hurry for the landlord ? 


He could have understood the hurry for 
the tenants, but they had never been 
referred to that day. It was all in 
The tenant was 


Thos years did not count as the years 
of purchase. He could see there was a 
|great grievance of the tenants, but he 
|did not see the grievance of the land~ 
lords. Did the right hon. Gentleman 
tell him that Members of the House of 
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Lords fiocked there in order to remedy 
tenants’ grievances ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG : In making my 
statement I endeavoured as clearly as I 
could to show that I did not refer to the 
tenants’ aspect of the case, because the 
adoption of my suggestion would be to 
their benefit. 


* Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said thelandlords 
might accept or refuse the right hon. 
Gentleman’s offer. The Bill embodying 
it might be opposed or passed without 
discussion. The grievance was largely a 
tenants’ grievance, because the vesting 
order did not issue until the sale was com- 
plete. The Chief Secretary had been 


bound to admit that all the pressure he | 


had received came from the landlords 
and not from the tenants on this matter. 
The Chief Secretary had got an immense 
number of applications, butneitherthestaff 
nor the bu ldings were adequate to deal 
with them. There was nothing worse in the 
public offices than the buildings in which 
these men carried out this great work 
which meant a revolution in land tenure 
in Ireland. 
t he £11,000,000 voted had been disbursed. 
Why was not the rest paid awav ? Simply 
because the clerical staff was insuf- 
ficient for the work. There was no use 
getting more money if it was to be 
hung up as it now was. The first neces- 
sity was to get a cipable and competent 
staff to carry out the work. 


He had not the slightest hesitation 
in telling the Chief Secretary that in the 
twenty years he had had to do with politi- 
cal work and land agitation in Ireland, no- 
thing more—he was going to say infamous 
—but nothing worse than these regulations 
had issued from Dublin Castle. They had 
been drawn up by men whom the Chief 
Secretary did not know now but would 
know by-and-by, by men who never 
approved of the Lind Act and never 
believed in the late Chief Secretary. 
They were drawn for the purpose, not of 
forbidding direct sales, where the Irish 
landlord would get cash down, but of 
preventing the philanthropic work in 
the West of Ireland over which 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member | 
for Dover almost shed tears in that 
'to complete the transaction in two, 


House. The Chief Secretary and 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 


{COMMONS} 


Only £5,000,000. sterling of | 
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those members of the Government 
who probably desired to see this work 
carried through were in the hands of far 
more crafty and worse men than them- 
selves, men who wished to stop all reform, 
to prevent people getting the chance 
and of a decent living. The tenants were 
all in a hurry tobuy. He told them 
there that night that there was 
no hurry. There was no freehold of 
the Treasury Bench; there was no free- 
hold of Dublin Castle, and he could con- 
ceive no Government worthy of thie 
name succeeding the present Government 
who would not wipe these regulations 
out from first to last. 





Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
associated himself with the protest which 
the hon. Member for Waterford had 
made. He was not acquainted with the 
details, and therefore he would not 
discuss the matter further. He took great 
interest in the suggestion which the Chief 
Secretary had made with regard to the 
expediting of purchase which was going 
on in Ireland, The right hon. Gentleman 
had been accused of making the sugges- 
tion solely in the interest of the land- 
lords. The Chief Secretary had indicated 
that if something was not done ther 
would be a tendency for the legislation 
of 1903 to come to a standstill altogether 
owing to the block in Dublin, and he had 
indicated to the House that, in the 
interest of all concerned in Ireland, it 
_would be a good thing if the proceedings 
could be expedited. He, himself, had 
ventured to suggest months ago that 
perhaps something could be done to 
facilitate matters in Ireland on the lines 
of the London Water Bill. Although the 
scheme now submitted to the House by 
the right hon. Gentleman differed from 
that adopted by him in buying out the 
London wate: companies, it was one to 
which it was well worth while to give a 
little attention, because something would 
have to be done soon if the position in 
Ireland was not to become periectly 
farcical, There was no reason why 
a bargain to purchase should he 
prolonged for twenty years. A trans- 
/action to buy an estate should be 
completed as soon xs practicabl, 
and therefore provision must be made 
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three, or four years, instead of a period 
akin to a quarter of a century. The 
Committee, therefore, should look at the 
suggestions of the Chief Secretary from 
that point of view. 


Tn making the contrast between the pur- 
chase of the water companies and the 
present scheme, he showed that both pro- 
posals entitled the vendors to obtain cash 
if they wished. There was the difficulty, 
however, to raise the loan out of which the 
vendors of the water companies had to 
be paid, and the idea of the right hon. 
Gentleman was to offer these vendors 
stock at the price at which it could be 
sold on the market. Water stock, there- 
fore, instead of beinz a drug in the 
market, went up in price, and it could be 
sold advantageously within a few weeks 
or months when cash was needed. The 
money market was satisfied with it, and 
the whole thing went off exceedingly well. 
[he cost of the investment was saved 
by that transaction, and a very wise and 
most successful financial operation was 
arried through. The right hon. Gentle- 
man now made a very small suggestion 
to the Irish landlords to facilitate the 
vork over there; but that sugzestion 
was entirely different from what was 


fiered to the vendors of the water 
companies stock in London. The right 
hon. Gentleman offered the stock at 


par; but if stock were offered at par, 
which was only worth 92 in the open 
market at the present moment, not 
much facilitation would be given to 
land purchase. 


Now, it was not in anybody’s 
interest that land purchase in Ire- 
land should be hung up. The settle- 


ment of the land question in the 
West of Ireland could only be achieved 
by miking the purchases more rapidly. 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman 
whether there was any necessity to put 
in any amending Bill a provision in 
regard to the price at which the stock 
was to be offered to the landlord. Pro- 
bably the right hon. Gentleman bad 
been led to offer the stock at par 


because of the necessity to see how much | 


stock the landlords would have to get so 
as to have a fixed and definite price. That 
might be all very well if the price of the 
stock was at 96 or 97; but seeing that 
it was only at 92, with no reasonable 
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certainty that it would get higher soon, 
he thought the difference was too big tu 
make the scheme successful. The right 
hon. Gentleman might agree to declare, 
from time to time, a price between the 
two figures. That might go some way 
to meet the difficulty. If the right hon. 
Gentleman, under Treasury Order, took 
power to declare the price at which 
the stock would be issued, that might 
help the landlords over the gap, and 
prove a great facility in making land 
sales, 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said he did not 
know that he quite understood the some- 
what tedious argument of the hon. Gentle- 
man who last spoke. It seemed to him 
that it amounted to the landlord taking 
a franc fora shilling. He hoped that the 
attitude of the Irish Members would not 
be misunderstood; and, to borrow the 
phrase of the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, he trusted that the philan- 
thropic portion of this Act would not 
be lost sight of. They viewed with 
something more than alarm—with heart- 
breaking anxiety—the fact which stood 
out with deplorable p!ainness, that while 
large transactions were taking place 
between landlord and tenant where the 
question was less acute, the Act of 1902 
was practically a failure in the congested 
districts and those parts associated with 
the evicted tenants. Surely that was 
a most serious matter. The right hon. 
and gallant Gentleman the Member for 
North Armagh seemed to think that the 
Nationalist Members looked upon the 
Act with hostility. That was not the 
case; but the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman forgot that some of the most 
important questions connected with the 
Act of 1903 related to the congested 
districts and to the evicted tenants. 
These were the most important ques- 
tions in Ireland at the present moment. 
The Chief Secretary and the Attorney- 
General for Irelind cou!d not controvert 
the fact that there would have been no 
possibility of the Act of 1903 passing 
through Parliament—certainly not with 
the approval of the Irish representatives 
—had it not been for the provisions in 
the Bill relating to the congested 
districts and the evicted tenants. 


He thought that at this time of day it 
was most unjust to mi:construe the actio2 
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of the Irish Members of all classes in regard 
to the Act of 1903. There was a unani- 
mous desire, on both sides of the House, 
to work out a solution of the lard 
question. There was ro arri‘re pensve 
in regard to that. But, after nearly two 
years administration of the Act, when 
they found that the most pressing griev- 
ances in relation to the whole Jand 
question, especially in the West of Ireland. 
were being put aside, and that the Act 
was not operative, they were justified in 
expressing their opinion thereon. The 
Irish Party would be no consenting party 
to an amending Act which touched 
only one portion of the problem, 
and left the larger problem outside. He 


(COMMONS! 





would be very glad to see some scheme | 
of financial reform by whch: the trans- | 
:etiors of land sa'e and purchase could | 
be facilitated, but not at the cost of the | 
‘victed tenants or any other section of | 
the Irish population for whom they had 
pleaded year after vear and_ for 
whom the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover had pleaded 
with feeling and power in that 
House. It seemed as if the present 
Chiet Secretary and h's :dvivers were 
anxjous to wipe the speeches and 
promises of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover off the slate. It 
looked uncon.monly as if that was the 
wish of the officials in Dublin Castle. 


Tt had been said more than once that 
more depended for good government cn 
administration than on legislation; and 
that was true in regard to the Act of 
1903. They on the Irish Benches were 
anxious to know what was the explana- | 
tion of the policy of concealment in regard 
to therules and regulitions issued by the 
irish Executive to the Estate Commis- 
sioners and to which the Estates Com- 
missioners referred in their Report. He 
understood that all instructions of that 
kind, dealing with principles and vital 
details, would be communicated to this 
House. Why were the regulations of 
1904 concealed, and why had the Irish 
Members had no opportunity of seeing 
them ? He was firmly persuaded that 
these regulations of 1904 were issued 
at the psychological moment. The great 
argument in favour of the zone 


system was that it dispensed with the 





inspection which was at once a pro- 
Mr. Flynn. 
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tection for the tenant and also to the 


ratepayers. But with regard to the 
non-judicial holdings that was not so. 
A fair rent had not been fixed, and 
accordingly inspectors were required to 
inquire into the security for the holding 
and as to the equity of the price to all 
parties concerned. The interim Report 
showed quite clearly that some subtle: 
in nd had been at work in Dublin Castle 
to prevent the Act being carried out as 
it was intenued. Whoever had taken 
that responsibility, there could be no 
doubt there was a wide difference 
between the instructions given to the 
Commissioners and the directions given 
in the Act. Directions were given to the 
Estates Commissioners as to how this 
Act was to be worked, and, those direc- 
tions coming from the Executive Govern: 
ment, the Executive Government and the 
Chief Secretary were resyonsible. 


One very important fact in regard to 
the instructions recently issued was that 
by those instructions the Estates Com- 
missioners felt themselves coerced into 
accepting whatever price the Land 
Judge’s Court fixed under the 40th Section. 
The Estates Commissioners should not 
be coerced in that way. If in the 
exercise of their discret'on they said the 
tenant should not give more than a 
certain price for the land there wasdelay, 
and through the Land Judge’s Court 
pressure was put upon them to give 
more than the value of the land. The 
paragraph in the instructions with 
regard to intimidation was the most 
curious paragraph that could ever have 
appeared in a State document. How 


were the inspectors to judge what was: 


intimidation? Everyone knew how 
easy it was to bring a charge of intimida- 
tion aga‘nst anyone, and how hard it 
was to rebut. Who was to define what 
was intimidation ard what was not? 
The smallest boy in a school could draw 
a skull and crossbones, and half print in 
ink words of a threatening character. 
Would such a thing as that be inter- 
preted asintimidation ? In a case where 
there had been intimidation, the estate, 
when it came into the hands of the Estates 
Commissioners, wasto be putat the bottom 
of the list of those estates which were 
to be dealt with. Anything more cruel 








2 
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could not be conceived. Let them sup- 
pose a case of an estate on which one 
tenant was so disgusted that he wrote 
an intimidating letter to his landlord. 
Were all the other tenants on that 
estate, because of the uct of this one 
man, to be denied their rizhts for four 
or five years for the reason that the 
estate had been intimidated ? 


He would also like to know the meaning 
of Sub-section (a) Regulation 3,with regard 
to the evicted tenants. He had always 
been led to understand that the most 
criminal of all the classes of tenantry 
were those who entered into a combina- 
tion to intimidate, but he found now 
that if only one person intimidated an 
estate a!l the rest of the tenants were to 
suffer with him. From the regulations 
it appeared that those who had taken 
part ina general rent dispute might be 
considered, while evicted tenants who 
through the caprice of rac <-renting land- 
lords had been driven out were not to be 
considered at all, What justification was 
there for the issue of these regulations 
to the Estates Commissioners to restrain 
and confine their action; and how was it 
there was no opportunity for discussing 
the former instructions of February, 1904 ? 
There seemed to be some sinister under- 
liand operations at work. The Act was 
passed two years ago with the blessings 
of all Parties. All classes in Ireland 
welcomed the Act in the hope that ii 
would settle the land question. That 
hope had been cruelly blasted; the pro- 
mises made by the Government had not 
been kept, for as soon as a body of men 
lad been appointed to carry out the Aci 


fairly and equitably they were hampered , 


in this way, and the old sinister influences 
of Dublin Castle prevailed. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said it 
appeared to be useless 10 argue under 
present conditions. Enough a*zuments 
had been brought forward to eonvince 
any man who had any desire or inclina- 
{ion to be convinced, and no defence 
whatever of the present state of affairs 
had teon attempted except by the right 
hon, and gallant Gentleman the Member 
lor North Armagh. The administration 
of the Land Act was directed wholly for 
the benefit of the landlords, while the 
interests of the tenants and the future of 
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the Irish nation were left entirely out of 
consideration. The Chief Secretary con- 
| fessedly knew nothing whatever about the 
; country, ani it was extremely ditficult 
to get from him a straight Answer to 
any straight Question in connection 
with the administration of the Land 


Depts. Estumates, 1905-6. 


'Act. The right hon. Gentleman de- 
|pended for his technical and _ local 


knowledge upon the Attorney-General, 
and he could not depend upo. a more 
: objectionable and unreliable source, as the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman never 
hesitated *) take his stand by the side of 
the minority and the landlords, as against 
every other interest. The only consola- 
tion was that the time was coming whe: 
the Attorney-General and his friends and 
relatives would no longer be the rulers of 
the country, or the makers of new 
regulations under the Land Act. 





During the passage of the Land Bill in 
1903 he was explicitly informed that the 
Estates Commis-ioners would have power 
to deal with a farm from which a tenant 
hal been evicted asa Separate estate. In 
county Kerry, although there had been 
rent disputes on a large scale, and the rela- 
tions betweenl indlordand tenant had been 
extremely strained, yet the plan of cam- 
paign was not adopted, except, perhaps, 1” 
one case. Nevertheless, there were in the 
county no less than 411 evicted tenants, 
and nothing whatever had been done for 
them by the Estates Commsssioners with 
a view to rein ,titing them in their former 
holdings. He instanced two cises im 
which the landlords had shown their 
willingness to do their part, but, in spite 
of repeated application, no assistance 
whatever could be obtained from the 
Estates Commissioners, although « little 
assis‘ance now would mean all the 
differece between prosperity and ruin to 
the men. He had no objection to evicted 

‘tenants in other parts of Ireland being 
well treate1; Irish Members had no limit 
to their constituencies in this matter ; 
but he did complain when there were 80 
many as 411 in one county that nothing 
whatever should have been done, in spite 

‘of all the hopes that were held out in 

‘connection with the Land Act. He 
strongly held that the Estates Commis- 
sioners had heen dilatory in the perform- 
ance of their duty. Another matter of 

| which he complained was that instructions 








1447 Civil Services and Revenue 


give a particular instance, the Commis- 
sioners were compelled to pay £571 for 
an estate which they themselves said was 
worth only £400. That such a cendition 
of things should prevail was a dis- 
grace. The question deeply concerned the 
future of the Irish people, because any 
losses that might arise from the malad- 
ministration of the Land Act would have 
to be paid for out of Irish resources and 
wou!d be a burden on the Irish sation in 
the future. 


He submitted it was time the Chief 
Secretary discarded the advice, instruc- 
tions, and prejudices of Gentlemen 
like the Attorney-General, and tried to 
get to the bottom of the Irish question. 
These instructions ought to be withdrawn 
and the Estates Commissioners given an 
opportunity of dealing in a judicial and 
impartial manner between the different 
classes in Ireland. It was necessary to 
protest very vigorously and constantly in 
that House because they could not expect 
English Members to listen to their argu- 
ments, for they believed their grievances 
were Of a local character. The only 
remedy was to leave the Irish people to 
settle their own business according to 
their own methods. They could not 
expect the Chief Secretary, belonging as 
he did to a Party hostile to the Irish 
people, and allied with the Irish landlords, 
to grasp all the facts of the Irish claim. 
The Chief Secretary had told them that 
his Bill was based upon information from 
Irish officials, who were generally either 
Englishmen or anti-Irishmen, who could 
only obtain their official positions by 
betraying their country. He had con- 
cluded that it was impossible to 
convince this House by argument, and 
Treland’s only opportunity would come 
out of England’s difficulty. Probably 
that opportunity wou'd soon arrive in 
the case of th> present Government. 
The Land Act was not in itself bad, but, 
like many other Acts, it was the 
administration of it that made it a curse, 
and in the county of Kerry, at any rate 
as far as the evicted tenants were con- 
cerned, the administration of the Land 
Act had been more of a curse than a 
blessing. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hask- 
ney, S.) said he wished to explain his own 


Mr. Murphy. 


{COMMONS} 


should have been issued under which, to | 
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position in regard to this measure. He 
did not agree with the Landlords’ Con 
vention with whom he usually acted 
upon this matter, and althovgh he pre- 
ferred the scheme suggested by the hon. 
Member for Islington, he presumed that 
scheme Was impossible for some reason 
unknown to him. With regard to the 
scheme put forward by the Chief Secre 
tary, being perfectly voluntary it was one 
which would tend to reduce the difficult: 
of the lana problem, and although a 
considerable number of landlords would 
not for various reasons accept those term 
and take two-thirds in stock, there woul! 
be a considerable body who would, 
Some would prefer those payments i 
order to have their claims settled. He 
thought that the sum which would b» 
cleared off immediately by that means 
would be £30,000,000. They had already 
cleared off, or would shortly clear of, 
£15,000,000, so that £45,000,000 out of 
the £100,000,000 would be accounted for. 
Unquestionably in that case it could no‘ 
be said that the Act had not worked 
There was no doubt that the Act had 
been a remarkable success in regard to 
the number of persons who had come in 
tobuy. At the present time they did not 
want to flood the market by issuing 
any more stock than would be required. 
His right hon, friend appeared to think 
that the Leader of the Irish Party had 
avowed his hostility to this scheme, but 
he understood the hon. and learned 
Member to say that all he desired was an 
opportunity for a full discussion, and he 
did not think that he went as far as 
hostility to this proposal, He wished to 
express his own approval of the scheme 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
brought forward. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said he did not intend to discuss the Chiet 
Secretary’s proposal now. He agreed 
with the hon. and learned Member for 
Waterford that this proposition should 
have been introduced earlier in the 
The Act of 1903 had been an 
absolute ‘ailure. because the price charged 
under that Act had far exceeded, in a!most 
every case by 53 per cent., and in some 
cases by 50 per cent.,the price charged 
under the Ashbourne Acts. In his own 


session. 
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county the Act had brought no appreci- 
able relief, because, inevitably, the land- 
lord would screw the difference out of the 
tenant. The tenant would be called upon 
under this scheme t» pay the difference 
hetween £92 and £100, and not the land- 
lord at all. At the present time there 
was general dissatisfaction existing 
amongst the tenants, and more especially 
amongst the evicted tenants. In Long- 
i rd something like eighty-six claims had 
been lodged and sixteen properties had 
been sold. To prove the absolute failure 
of this Act as far as the evicted tenants 
were concerned, he only needed to 
mention that in regard to the properties 
he had mentioned only three out of 
eighty-six were connected with evicted 
tenants. He had repeatedly asked if 
nothing could be done to restore these 
evicted tenants or find equivalent hold- 
ings for them elsewhere. There were 
« number of patches of untenanted grazing 
land which by the consent of all 
parties could be acquired for the pur- 
pose of providing ejuivalent holdings 
for the evicted tenants if a little trouble 
were taken. If the land was placed in 
the hands of the Commissioners they 
would probably then take some steps 
to acquire it, but they would not go out 
of their way or take the smallest trouble 
to search out some equivalent holdings 
which could easily be pointed out, and 
which could be acquired at a fair price 
it proper instructions were given. 


Was there any serious intention of giving 
efect to the promises and pledges of 
the late Chief Secretary for Ireland as 
retarded these evicted tenants? So 
long as they left this question unsettled, 
und allowed the tenants to sze side by 
side with their miserable hovels and 
cabins large areas of green grazing land 
in the occupation of graziers who had no 
legal title, how could th»y have peace in 
Ireland, or how could they expect the land 
question to be settled between landlord 
andtenant? So longas tie Chief Secretary 
only took care of the big landlords, and 
neglect ‘d the interests of the poor and sut- 
ieting, so long would there be discontent. 
There was a gentleman, one of the Judicial 
Commissioners for hearing appeals, who 
knew as much about the value of land 
43 he himself knew of what was going on 
iithe moon, He took his cue from the 


f 
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assassor Who sat with him. The assessor 
was a land agent whose interest was not 
to give the tenants lower rents. He 
knew of a recent case in which there was 
an appeal both by the landlord and the 
tenant and where the assessor actually 
doubled the rent which was fixed by the 
Sub-Commissioner in the county of 
Longford. What training had this 
gentleman for the position which he 
occupied and which enabled him when 
dealing with an appeal to make such 
a differentiation of rent from that 
fixed by the Sub-Commissioner. 


An extraordinary thing about the appeal 
department of the Land Commission was 
the delay which took place. It took 
three years, sometimes five years, to get 
an appeal through, although there were 
two legal gentlemen connected with 
the department. He hoped that some 
attention would be given by the right 
hon. Gent'eman to the question of the 
sittings of the Appeal Commission. It 
was an Intolerable thing that tenants 
had to continue paying the old rents for 
two or three yeirs while waiting the 
pleasare of Justice Meredith or Justice 
Fitzgerald to go down to the county town 
to hear abatchofappeils, These Judges 
took three or four months hliday 
during the long vacation. It would tend 
a great deal more to the success of the 
working of the Act if they gave at least 
half of that time to the disposal of 
appeals. He entirely associated himself 
with everything that had been said by 
the Leader of the Irish Party and the 
other Nationalist Members who had 
spoken. Tiey hal put before the right 
hon. Gentleman what was the true solu- 
tion of the land question. They could 
tell him tht so long as he took advice 
from hon. Members on the opposite side 
of the House rather than from the Irish 
representatives on this side, there was no 
hope of his settling the land question. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) said he knew 
of cases in county Kerry where there 
were evicted tenants who should have 
been reinstated, but, as the estate from 
which they had been evictel had not 
been offered for sale, this had not been 
practicable. Small properties might have 
been acquired, however, on which th> 


Estates Commissioners could have given 
\ 
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them holdings, and he thought if the 
powers of the Commissioners could be 
breadened a little to enable them to 
acquire land a short distance away 
from the estate wheie the evictions 
took place, a great deal of the di‘ticulty 
as regarded evicted tenants could be got 
over. Much had been said since the 
Land Act had been in operation as to 
the desire of the landlords to meet the 
tenants fairly in any negotiations which 
took place. He would give the House an 
example of what occurred ina well-known 
part of Kerry as illustrating the ridiculous 
demands made by agents of the landlords. 
In Greenbeigh the agent acting on behalf 
of the landlord, in his presence, had the | 
audacity to ask for twenty-four years | 
purchase for the holdings of the tenants. 
But in the course of six or seven weeks 
he was prepared to negotiate on the basis | 
of twenty years purchase and he was 
hopeful, now that the tenants were an 
organised body treating directly, that in 
a very short time they would be able 
to purchase their holdings on reasonable 
terms, It was said that the tenants went 
in for intimidation, but he contended that 
a landlord and agent who could come 
down in their price to the extent of four 
years purchase in five or six weeks should 
be taken at their own valuation. 


The Land Act had also worked uniairly 
in another part of hisconstituency. He re- 
ferred to the Warden Estate, near Sneem, 
which had been a by-word throughout 
the whole of Ireland. There were about 
twenty-six evicted tenants on that estate, 
and it was arranged that they should 
be restored to their holdings, but so far 
as he knew in not a single case had this 
been done. He had been informei that 
one of the reasons why the Warden Estate 
had not passed into the possession oi the 
tenants was that there was not a 
sufficient staff to carry out the proposed 
improvements. He thought in a district 
like South Kerry, where there were no 
large grazing tracts, where very often the 
estates had to be settled as they were, 
and where the sale had io be carried 
through without the possibility of actually 
enlarging the holdings, there was no 


reason why there should be such an ex- 
traordinary delay as had taken place on 
the Warden Estate. 
Secretary would 
Mr. Boland. 


He hoped the Chief 


see that the Estates 
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Commissioners sent down men to carry 
out the necessary improvements on that 
estate so that the evicted tenants might 
be restored to their holdings. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) 
expressed the hope that when the right 
hon. Gentleman came to explain what 
inspired him to issue the instructions he 
would deal with the question of intimida- 
tion. He hoped the right hon. Gentle- 
man would tell the House why. in dealing 
with intimidation, he had contined him- 
self absolutely to the cases of tenants 
and taken no steps to deal with cases of 





intimidation on the part of landlords. 
He had seen in the north of the county 
| of Mayo, perhaps one of the most im- 
poveris dl parts of Ireland, the cruelties 
which resulted from the exacting system 
| of ruthless landlords, who demanded the 
exorbitant price of twenty-two years 
purchase for bog land. When the 
tenants refused to satis'y such an ex- 
orbitant demand, notices of ejectment 
vere served. in Some Cases mercly for the 
hanging gale—simply because there were 
six ortwelve months rent due. He asked 
the Attorney-General why there was one 
‘aw for the landlords and another for the 
tenants. ‘They had been told by the 
Chief Secretary that publi: mectings of 
tenants called for she purpose of rivet- 
ing attention on the evils under which 
the tenants suflered amounted to intimi- 
dation. 





He was inter sted and amazed at the 
speech delivered by the right hon. 
and gallant Member for North Armagh, 
who stated that the Land Act of 1903 
was an Act purely in the interest of the 
tenants. He did not know whether the 
right hon. and gallant Member had ever 
heard of the proposed sale of the Moore 
Estate in Antrim. It was offered five 
vears ago for twenty years purchase. 
The tenants refused to buy the ‘and 
because it was too dear. The spokes- 
man of the tenants was a Protestant 

minister. Since the Land Act wis 





nn the hon. and learned Member who 
owned the estate had asked twenty-eight 
vea s purchas: and had got it. Ofcourse, 
all this splendid arrangement was in ‘he 
interest of the tenants, and not of the 
landlori. When, in the face of such a 
| transaction as that, the right hon. and gal- 
‘lant Member said tht the Land Act of 
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1903 was in the interest of the tenants, he | 


only showed how little he thought of the 
intelligence of the British Members. The 
Land Act of 1903 would never have been 
accep‘ed by the Irish Members and the 
peop!e of Ireland as a solution of the diffi- 
culty un'ess it haddealt with two vital 
matters, namely, the restoration of the 
evicted tenants and the question of the 
congested districts in the West of ‘reland. 
The Act had been a p>rfect farce’ so far 
as these two things were concerned. 
The Act had been used by the landlords 
of [reland for the purpose of extracting 
exorbitant terms out of the tenants. 
The tenants’ representatives in that 
House accepted the scheme by which the 
i indlords got a bonus of £12,000,000, not 
heeause they believed the landlords were 
entitled to it, but because they believed 
that no sacrifice could be too great to 
stay the opposition of a class who had 
ground down the best peasantry in the 
world, and made it impossible for them 
to eke out anexistence in their mountain 
homes, The habitations of the people in 
some parts of Ireland were not fit for dogs. 


The strong Chief Secretary who was to 
make law and order resected in Ireland 
had told them that day that int:midation 
was on the increase. If, so. why was it ? 
The people of Ireland relied upon the 
promises of the Government. ‘They 
depended on the so-called spirit of con- 
ciliation, and because once again Ireland 
had listened to the promises of British 
s-atesinen, which had not been kept, Ire- 
land had had to return to the trade-union 
methods carried on in England. They had 
been forced to realise that it was only 
by the strength of 2 banded people against 
the strength of a band of robbers that they 
could obtain anything like their rights. 
The right hon, Gentleman had been long 
enough in Parliament to know that every 
measure of land reform or material pro- 
gress which had been passed for Ireland 
had been extracted almost at the point 
of the bavonet by a courageous people 
fighting for the right to live on their 
native soil. This Bill was passed two 
vears ago, and the British Parliament 
vave the Irish landlords a bonus of 
£12,000.000 to soll their lands to the 
tenants. They were also to get three 
years more purchase than under the 
Ashbourne Act, and yet they were not 
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satisfied. The Nationa’ist Members were 


contending for the rights and the liveli- 


hood of the agricultural population of the 
country. They saw 30,000 of the best 
brawn and brain leaving Ireland every 
year and going across toAmerica. They 
saw these men and their children growin 
up with a hatred of England. Look at 
the great grazing lands in th» West where 
the growth in the number of cattle went 
side by side wi h a decrease in the popu- 
lation by emigration, while those that were 
left were in the most deplorable condition. 
It was all very well for the Chief Secretary, 
with skilful dialectic, to talk of the in- 
crease of intimidation. There would be 
intimidation if there was not justice. The 
powers of organisation of the people would 
be brought into play; and if the right hon. 
Gentlemen the Chief Secretary and the 
Attorney General could find no better 
method of dealing with Ireland than by 
issuing instructions to block the Town 
Tenants’ Bill, they might find something 
more to do in the coming winter in 
dealing with an incensed people. 


Mr. COGH!LL (Steke-upon-Trent) said 
that all would remember the promises 
held out to the Howse on the passage of 
the Land Act in 1903. Universal peace 
was to descend upon the whole of Ire- 
land, He ventured to say at the time 
that he did not think the truce would 
last long. He had not had to wait lon: 
for the julfilment of that prediction. He 
reminded hon. Members of what had 
been done by the Government as far as 
the British taxpayer was concerned. The’ 
had givea the Irish nation a gift of 
£12,000,009. What had been given in 
return? Absolutely nothing. The only 
thing they had got was a shilling income- 
tax last vear, a shilling income-tax this 
year, and the prospect of a shilling 
income-tax for some timeto come. This 
was greatly owing to the Land Act so 
recklessly passed two years ago. He 
thought they had a right to be disap- 
pointed with the result. He did not 
know what the present Chief Secretary 
was going to do, but he hoped that any 
concessions he might make would not 
take the form of allowing any more publ'c 
money to be used for the purposes cf 
this Act. His own view was, and always 
had been, that no matter how much 
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money they might give for the purpose of 
land purchase in Ireland, that money 
would be absolutely and entirely wasted. 
They might go on throwing money into 
the sea; Parliament might pass Land 
Act after Land Act, but no final and 
complete solution of the Irish land ques- 
tion would ever he arrived at. He did 
not think they had had satisfactory results 
from the Act so far, and if ever he had 
wanted any justification for the course 
taken in opposing the Second Reading 
he found it in the frequent debates in that 
House with regard to the working of the 
Act. 


Str ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, W.) 
saidthat the hon. Member for Stoke alleged 
that the Land Act had been a failure. 
How could anyone call an Act a failure 
which had resulted in so many agreemer.ts 
having been concluded between landlord 
and tenant—a number which had also- 
lutely surpassed the expectation of its 
promoters? He admitted, and he thought 
anyone who knew Jreland would admit, 
that the final settlement of the Irish land 
question must be a long process. They 
could not hope to do it in two years 
time; but surely up to the present a 
great deal had been achieved in this 
direction, Irish Members who indulged 
in flights of rhetoric and eloquence were 
c:rried away further than they perhaps 
expected. Evictions were not so cruel as 
they had been in the past. The general 
condition of Ireland was extremely gvod, 
and there was a general readiness on the 
part of landlords and tenants to come 
together under the terms provided by the 
Land Act. So long however, as the 
hlock in the Land Court prevailed, the 
continued smooth working of the Act 
was out of the question. Landlords and 
tenants could not come to a purchase 
agreement with the prospect of a long 
series of years before the tenant could 
enter into possession and the landlord 
get his money. It was absolutely neces- 
sary, therefore, that some machinery 
should be devised to accelerate purchase 
and to facilitate the working of the Act. 


He himself thought that the plan of the 
Chief Secretary was the very best that 
in the circumstances could be suggested. | 
He was a landlord who had come to an | 

j 


Mr. Coghill. 
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agreement with his tenants which had 
met with approbation on both sides; but 
why should he wait indefinitely for his 
money ? The right hon. Gentleman had 
said that an increase of the floating debt 
could not be contemplated, and that in 
the present state of the finances not 
more than £5,000,000 could be got each 
year for purch:se. The right hon. Gentle- 
man then came along with an offer cf 
stock, and the landlord, instead of getting 
£100 in money, would only get stock 
worth £92, which was a loss of 
8 per cent. Toa great many landlords 
whose margin between solvency and 
insolvency was very slight, there might be 
some difficulty about that. It was only 
fair to say that though the convention 
of Irish landlords was antagonistic to 
the proposal of the Chief Secretary. 
he believed, none the less, that the 
scheme would find a large measure 
of acceptance among Irish landlords 
generally. The experiment, at all events, 
was worth a trial; and he hoped that 
the hon. Member for Stoke would not 
so coldly despair of the Irish land 
question being solved in the future. He 
himself believed that it wes in the 
course of being solved, although slowly. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) said in 
contributing his quota to the debate 
before the House he did not intend t» 
trouble the House with a speech of long 
duration. However, so many and such 
varying and conflicting interests came 
within the scope of the Amendment 
that, although disposed to be brief, he 
might yet have to speak at some length. 
From time to time within the past few 
months the Ir’sh Members had _ pressed 
for some explanation from the Govern- 
ment on the nature of the instructions 
given by them to the Estates Commis- 
sioners for the discharge of their public 
duties in connection with the Land 
Purchase Act of 1903. Those instruc- 
tions were at one time said to be con- 
fidential, at another time of a verbal 
character, but, finally, under’ the 
authority of His Excellency the Lord- 
Lieutenant, they had been published, 
but did not appeal to them as likely 
to inspire much confidence in their spirit 
of fair play or impartiality. The hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford, with 
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his usual acumen and ability, had analysed 
and dissected them. 

The Act of 1908 was hailed all around 
as a great legislative enactment and 
one calculated in Ireland as likely to 
heal up old sores and if properly and 
fairly worked by its administrators to 
go very far in settling the great land 
Trish 


problem. The Members, over- 
confident in the good faith of the 
landlord party, boomed it much 
beyond its worth. He confessed that, 
although a humble Member of the 


rank and file of the Irish Party, his 
views in regard to it were by no means 
optimistic. He always bore in mind 
that classical saying, Timeo Danaos et 
dona ferentes, and he held that sub- 
sequent events bore out his forebodings. 
Surely, on the face of it, it looked a big 
thing for the Government to be prepared 
to advance £112,000,000 of money where- 
with to pay off landlords for their land 
and to give the Irish tenants sixty-eight 
and a-half years for the repayment of 
the money tothe Treasury. But that 
was the best feature of the Act. Every- 
thing solid, substantial, and unchangeable 
was on the side of the landlord; the 
conditions under which the tenant could 
obtain fulfilment of his side of the 
bargain were fluctuating, undecided, hard- 
shipping, and oppressive. The £5,000,000 
per year were mainly devoted to the 
direct sales as between landlord and 
tenant on the good lands on which 
tenants Were mainly solvent, and scarcely 
i tithe of the annual sum advanced 
available for the mo-t pressing 
needs of the situation; that was the ac- 
quisition through the Estates Commis- 


Was 


sioners of money wherewith to purchase | 
the unten nied :anches in Connaught | 


and elsewhere whereon to plant the 


soldiers of the land war, the evicted | 
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meet the crisis by a short Bill paying o‘t 
vendors in scrip presumably 8 per cent. 
below par, but if he knew landlords 
rightly, they would make sure of bringing 
the value of their sales to par by putting 
on the screw through the arrears due, and 
the mad craze for purchase which had 
seiz d the tenants, particularly in Leinster 
and the North of Ireland, where there was 
no public opinion to guide them. In the 
Land Act of 1903 the landlord had all the 
advantages, the tenant scarcely any. 
Under the Ashbourne Act and the Act of 
1891 the average prices were seventeen 
and a-hali or eighteen years purchase, 
but now, favoured as he was by the zone 
system, and secured from diminution of 
price by the doing away of the inspection 
of holdings, the landlord could exact 
a price fully 30 per cent. over 
the Ashbourne standard with that 
nice penny called the bonus thrown 
in for a solatium. Where was the 
benefit to the tenant of the purchase 
money being advanced at 3} instead of 
4 per cent. interest when it all turned 
over into the pocket of the landlord, and 
where were those decadal reductions 
foreshadowed in that precious document 
the Conierence Report? He would set 
down the Irish landlords into three 
classes, the big important men who loved 
to be landlords and to have serfs under 


' them for all time; the middle-class land- 


lords, many of whom were desirous of 
selling for purposes best known to them- 
selves; and those of them whose estates 
were mortgaged up to the hilt ; the last- 
mentioned class did not by any means 
want to sell provided they could get from 
the mortgagees and receivers as much as 
would keep body and soul together and a 
decent rag of clothing, they prefered 
being reckoved poor landlords rather than 
poor beggars or inmates of a workhouse: 


tenants, the struggling labourers, and the 


poor occupiers of uneconomic holdings, 


According to the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary about £28,000,C00 worth 


of land had been arranged for since 


the passing of the Act to be transferred | 


from landlord to tenant. The amount 
necessary to cope with that state of things 
was not forthcoming from the Treasury 
nor scarcely one-third of it, but the right 
hon, Gentleman said he was prepared to 


VOL. CXLIX, [FcurtH Sertes.] 


With regard to “conciliation.” There 
was no such a thing in reality as a“ con- 
ciliation policy ;” it was pure humbug, 
pure moonshine, and, on the landlord side, ~ 
pure deceit. The ‘rish peasant farmer or 
labourer was naturally conciliatory ; his re- 
| ligious teaching, his code of ethies, applied 
| as best he could by his own lights, even 
‘the humility begotten of his position, all 
| tended to make him conciliatory even to 
| those who ill deserved his kind act, 
| but the 1ecommendations of the practice 
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of such a virtue towards the landlord 
who, vampire-like, was sucking away the 
blood of his victim was simply cruel. 
He could compare such conduct as be- 
tween landlord and tenant only to the 
work of a cow let loose from her stake 
and goring the other cow still bound 
almost to death. Some of those landlords, 
wiser in their generation than the big 
crowd, entered into « conference with 
representative men of the Irish race. 
The result of their deliberations helped 
a good deal to formulate the Act of 1903, 
but that Act was far behind the recom- 
mendations of the conference. The 
landlords took, apparently with a good 
grace, what suited them in the Report 
and made up their minds to fight on for 
the remainder of their almost impossible 
demands. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


SHEFFIELD UNIVERSITY BILL [LORDS} 
(BY ORDER). 

As amended, considered; an Amend- 
ment made; Billto be read the third 
time. 

SUPPLY [loru AtLorrep Day}. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.j 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
Cass III. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £83,415, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in cou:se of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1906, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Office of the Irish Land Commission.” 


Mr. Lundoi. 
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Mr. LUNDON, continuing, said parti- 
cular stress was laid on the importance 
of reinstating the evicted tenants, but 
when the sales of the estates came 
around the very landlords who were 
signatories to the compact tore the docu- 
inent into tatters, and even one of thein, 
that noble Earl who wished to give them 
that nondescript thing called ‘‘ Devolu- 
tion” in order to sap the joundation of 
their nationality, would not reinstate his 
evicted tenant John Ryan. This poor 
victim of landiord rapacity had been a 
long time on the roadside. He lived 
within two miles of Adare Mansion, the 
seat of the Earl of Dunraven, and just 
Outside the demesne wall of Mr. Peter 
Fitzgerald. It was over a year since 
poor John Ryan came to a meeting they 
were holding in Limerick, and told them in 
his own plain way that Dunraven was 
selling and that he was now getting back, 
but on last Saturday three weeks he met 
Mrs. Ryan and she told him they were now 
as far as ever from reinstatement, That 
was a sample of the “conciliation policy.” 


Some of the English Members in this 
House were at a loss to know how the 
working of this Act had been an absolute 
failure considering the “ entente cordiale” 
to speak in diplomatic terms, which 
seemed to exist when the Bill on which 
the Act was based was going through 
the House. For their information, he 
would tell the Committee. There were 
two parties, landlords and tenants, mainly 
concerned in this Act; a third party, and 
a powerful party by reason of their money, 
lay behind-these, that was a party of 
mortgagees and gombeen money-lenders 
who, because they had money to advance 
to the needy landowners, obtained from 
them on their appointment as agents 
carte blanche to act as they pleased, 
Most of those mortgagees were obtaining 
6 per cent. interest on their money and 
5 percent. for the collection of rents, 
that was 11 per cent. in all, and, with such 
a return from their money, he would 
indeed be a simple man who could expect 
that those characters would be ina hurry 
with the sales of the estates. Those 
gombeen agents when approached for 
sale generally put on a fancy figure which 
in most cases acted as a repellant; but 
where negotiations were protracted and 
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under the pressure of arrears they suc- 
ceeded in obtaining their pound of flesh, 
a temporary arrangement was arrived at, 
but only ina few days to be rearranged 
by the man of usury with another year 
for arrears to be added on the credit side 
of his ledger. The percentage on the dif- 
ference as between the former rent and 
the future instalments under the purchase 
had the changes rung on it, and the “ con- 
cilation policy” once again was given 
to the breeze with a vengeance. 


As so many able Members from their 
benches were prepared to speak on this 
Amendment he would endeavour to be 
brief and practical. One of the hon. 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House said the Purchase Act was a great 
success and no doubt he spoke in all 
sincerity, he also said that when the Bill 
was before the House he voted against it on 
Second Reading although a staunch sup- 
porter of the Government. This led 
him to believe that he estimated the 
success from a landlord’s standpoint; so 
far he was telling the truth. Another hon. 
Gentleman {rom the same side, who spoke 
after him, considered the advantages of 
the same Act were of a rather doubtful 
nature, but he had been selling his estates 
and perhaps not getting as much for 
them as he considered they were worth and 
it might be that the price was not forth- 
coming as quickly as required, It was 
sometimes rather annoying to be waiting 
for money if one was much in need of it, 
but, if the Members from Ireland were 
able, some of those landlords would have 
a long wait for a “ Landlord Relief Bill” 
unless there could be attached a clause 
dealing with the compulsory reinstate- 
nent of the evicted tenants. How those 
poor victims of landlord oppression and 
rapacity had been dealt with was simply 
scandalous, and all this was done to keep 
them in the position of scarecrows to 
deter others from allowing them elves to 
get into arrears, and to make them pay 
up the arrears though they had to beg, 
borrow, or steal the rent. 


They had an Evicted Tenants’ Associa- 
tion in Limerick endeavouring from meet- 
ting to meeting to make their cases heard 
through the length and breadth of the 
land but the Government who should have 
relieved them through a law passed in this 
House or a more liberal ad.winistration of 
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the law in existence had steeled their 
hearts against them. £250,000 could with 
difficulty be voted in that House for their 
reinstatement, and, £250,000,000 was 
voted for an infamous war in South Africa 
to deprive the brave Boers of their lives 
and liberties. They had evicted tenants in 
the parish of Crean in his constituency 
on the Erasmus Smith and the Lloyd- 
Apjohn properties ; they had them in Doon 
onthe Erasmus Smith and Marshall pro- 
perties; they had them in Herbertstown 
and Ballybricken on the Tuthill and 
Croker properties; they had them on 
the property of Lord Cloncurry in Fur- 
caleigh, Rath, and Dromealy. They had 
evicted tenants in Knockling on an 
estate managed by Messrs. Robert and 
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Charley Sanders. ‘There were evicted 
tenants on the property of Parson 
Lee in Bettyville. managed by the 


notorious Ernest Brown and White, who 
took the palm as an evicting agent and 
worked the Ballynanty evicted farms for 
Smith, who inherited the principle of 
eviction from his father and grandfather. 
He wanted to know what progress had 
been made with the Mounshannan Estate, 
and with those tenants selected for 
migration into it. 


Now about this matter of intimidation. 
He was aware that in the constituency he 
had the honour to represent the intimida- 
tion was al] the other way. Last winter 
when addressing a meeting in Fedamore 
on the subject of acquiring untenanted 
land for the poor tenants and the labourers 
around there, the Mavor of Limerick 
and himself were surprised, on arriv- 
ing in the little town, to find the walls 
placarded with intimidating notices 
stating that Mr. Peter Fitzgerald and 
some big functionary connected with the 
Court of Chancery would try titles with 
them over their right to address a public 
meeting on a lawful subject. Mayor 
Joyce, now here by his side, o1 this 
bench, set Mr. Fitzgerald’s intimidation at 
nought. He did the same, and they had 
not heard since of Mr. Fitzgerald or his 
plank-bed proclamation. This Land Act 
of 1905 dealt with the question of town 
tenants if properly and honestly worked. 
They were endeavouring to buy out the 
town of Kilfinane from Colonel Gascoigne 
side by side with the rural] tenants, and they 
were buying out the town of Cahirconlish 
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as the residue of the Lefroy Estate, and 
they hoped that His Excellency’s 
instructions to the Estates Commissioneis 
would not debar the tenants rights under 
the Purchase Act. He believed that the 
Estates Commissioners were honourable 
and competent men prepared to act 
honestly and impartially as between 
landlords on the one side and the tenants, 
evicted tenants, and labourers on the 
other side, but their hands were virtually 
tied up. 


The labourers, the poorest class of all, 
were shamefuily treated when the 
Purchase Bill was going through this 
House. The then Chief Secretary p:omised 
a Labourers Bill on a liberal scale for 1904. 
Parturiunt montes, nascitur — ridiculus 
mus. The mountain in travail a 
miserable mouse is begotten. They im- 
proved the Bill upstairs in Committee. 
He proposed that the £253,000, the 
Exchequer Grant unused in the North 
should be tuned up to  Kilmallock, 
Tipperary, and Limerick Unions, so that 
it should not revert to the Treasury. 
The Chief Secretary at first parually 
assented; next at the bidding of the 
Orangemen put on time limit; next 
tergiversated more and more and _ finally 
withdrew the Bill. In an amending 
Act which would be passed by the 
Liberals when in office next year, they 
would be akle to see that fair play was 
done by the evicted tenants and the 
labourers. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £83,315, 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. 
Lundon.) 


*Mr, KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) said 
that, judging irom tle speeches of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, one would be in- 
clined to think that there was nothing 
wrong with the land legislation of 
1903 except the scarcity of money. 
The hon, and gallant Member for North 
Armagh had said the best proof that the 
Land Act of 1903 had been a success 
was the vact that agreements for sale 
and purchase between landlords and 
tenants had been made, affecting pro- 
perty to the amount of £28,000,000 or 
£29,000,000. The hon. and gallant 


Member had not alluded to the fact that 
Mr. Lundon. 
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‘there were difficulties with regard to 


some of the main objects which the right 
hon. Member for Dover had stated as 
reasons for the measure. The right hou. 
Member had told the House when tl « 
Land Act of 1903 was before it that the 
principal objects of the proposed legis- 
lation were to increase the size of un- 
economic holdings in the West, the 
giving to the people of Ireland a chance 
of living in decency and comfort in their 
native land, and the improvement of the 
land. Would the Chief Secretary tell 
the Committee whether the provisions 
with regard to the evicted tenants were 
working well. He believed it wis 
impossible under this Act to increase the 
size of uneconomic holdings and_ to 
carry out improvements on the land 
and he would like to know from the 
Attorney-General whether, after the 
decision of Judge Meredith, it was 
thought necessary to make some 
alterations in Sections 43 and 45° of 
the Land Act, 1903, in order to bring 
them into harmony with Section 12. 


He remembered very well during the 
discussions on Section 12 in Committee 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Doverrepeatedly refused Amendments 
from the Nationalist Benches, but pro- 
mised that the words should |e made so 
wide and so general that the Estates 
Commissioners would have the greatest 
possible amount of discretion. The right 
hon, Gentleman undoubtedly most faith- 
fully kept to his undertaking as far as 
Section 12 was concerned, but unfor 
tunately that section did not stand alone. 
The Committee stage o} the Bill was 
not reached until well into the month of 
June. It was a long, complicated. and 
difficult measure, and the session had pro- 
gressed so far before the 43rd and 45th 
Clauses were reached—clauses on vy. hich 
Section 12 was largely dependent—that 
they were allowed to pass practically 
without Amendment. And now, when 
they came to the practical working of 
the Act, they found that the learned 
Judge held that under Clause 12 the 
Kstates Commissioners had power to 
make improvements on holdings whether 
sold direct by the landlord to the tenant 
or whether bought by the Estates 
Commissioners themselves. Yet when 
they came to Clauses 43 and 45 Mr. 
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Justice Meredith pointed out that there 
was no machinery provided under thes» 
two clauses by which money expended 
on improvements could be added to 
the purchase money. Tuais applied 
especially in the case of estates which 
hal never come into the  posses- 
sion of the Estates Commissioners at 
al. If that were so—and it appeared 
to be so from the judgment given—the 
Whole raachinery for improving unecono- 
mic eStates either in the West of Ireland 
or elsewhere was bound to prove abortive, 
as it was impossible for the Estates 
Commissioners to add to the parchase 
price the cost of the improvements, Again, 
they were told by the learned Judg> that 
adv «ances could not be made tothe tenant 
purchasers, and therefore uneconomic 
ioldings could not be improved. That 
give no fair chance» of « final settlement 
of the Irish land question. What was 
the opinion of the r'ght hon. and learned 
Gentleman on that point ? No doubt the 
Kstates Commissioners possessed some 
powers with regard to loins for improve- 
ment, but 1a the name of goodness how 
could an impoverished tenant, in the 
occup ition of an unecoaonic holding, 
fulfil the terms of repayment? These 
azticaltural slums were in fact the great 
difficulty in regard to the expenditure of 
public money for improvements, and they 
could not expect small tenants in any part 
of Ire'and to comply with the conditions. 
They could not afford to pay more than 
2; per cent, Interest. 


They were asked to allow the Chief 
Secretary’s Bill to g» through with- 
out the slightest opposition, but the 
fact was the right hon. Gentleman 
was obliged to acknowledge that its 
main provisions were completely 
nugatory. What powers had the 
Estates Commissioners to make a free 
yrant to tenants where they purchased 
an estate dire’t from the landlord. 
During the passage of the Land Bill they 
were told that it was proposed not only 
to reinstate the evicted tenants, but also 
to give them a decent start in life, but no 
one suggested that a shilling of British 
money should be expended in the process. 
Atter the Boer War this House voted 
£3.500,000 for the reinstatement of the 
Boer farmers who took rifles in their 
hands against this country, but not a 
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single penny was voted for the rein- 
statement of the wounded soldiers of the 
land war. Recourse was to be had to 
a reserve fund which had accumulated 
under previous Lands Acts. It was said 
that this fund amounted to about 
£240,000, and if the Treasury admitted 
that it was as much as that the actual 
sum was probably a great deal larger. 
[t was from this fund the evicted tenants 
were to get free grants and loans to re- 
start them in hfe. The Estates Com- 
missioners, however, seemed to be ex- 
tremely doubtful whether they had 
power to do this or not. He therefore 
asked the Attorney-General to say what 
he understood to be the present state of 
the law—whether he believed that it 
carried out the intention of the House 
and the policy the Land Act was sup- 
posed to embody. If it did not, Nationa- 
list Members would be the veriest fools 
in Christendom to allow any amending 
Act to pass for the sole benefit of land- 
lords, without getting some quid pro quo 
from the Government. 


In any case he was not enamoured of 
the proposal to pay two-thirds in 
scrip and one-third in cash, The 
right hon. Gentleman had said that 
land stock would be worth about 92. Did 
anybody believe that the landlords would 
consent to lose 8 per cent. of their pur- 
chase money ? He knew them too well 
to be under any delusion on that point. 
Where would it come from? Doubtless 
from the tenants. He would like the 
Attorney-General to say whether the 
preliminary agreements entered into on 
the form ‘ Undertaking to purchase ” 
were binding on both parties. He be- 
lieved, as a lavman, there would be 
considerable difficulty in compelling 
either landlord or tenant to carry out 
those agreements, and if they were not 
binding, the landlords, when they knew 
they were to get one-third in cash and the 
remainder in depreciated landstock, would 
declare the agreements no longer binding. 
Believing that prices were already too 
high, he was certainly not in favour of 
legislation which would have the result 
of increasing the price to the tenant 
farmer. 

The great rush that had taken place 


on the part of tenant farmers to pur- 
chase was due to the desire to get 
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rid of landlordism, and land hunger 
existed as keenly to-day as before the 
Act of 1881, but it was also due to another 
fact. Not 20 per cent. of the Irish tenant 
farmers were in a position to pay their 
rent to March 25th last and keep their 
land fully stocked, and the rush had 
taken place because they were in arrears 
with their rent; they were financially 
between the devil and the deep sea, and 
they knew that when the purchase agree- 
ments were entered into special arrange- 
ments would be made with regard to 
arrears. On the Leinster Estate the 
agent succeeded in getting the tenants to 
pay twenty-five years purchase because 
a half-vear’s rent was remitted and 
another half-vear’s rent added to the 
purchase price, so that for a whole vear 
the tenants paid no rent. It was not a 
sound business transaction, and it was 
brought about in consequence of the un- 
sound financial condition of the tenants 
themselves. Another point was that the 
section of the Act of 1903 with reference 
to the proper housing accommodation 
for the labourers had been an absolute 
failure, only an insignificant number of 
cottages having been provided. In con- 
clusion, he would like the Attorney- 
General to say whether, where an estate 
was sold direct to the tenants, the Estates 
Commissioners were entitled to make a 
free grant ; and whether, where an estate 
was bought by the Estates Commissioners 
and resold by the Estates Commissioners, 
they were entitled to make both a free 
grant and a loan for improvements. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr, Arkryson, Londonderry, 
N.) desired, in answering the Questions 
put to him, to make itquite clear that no 
opinion which he could give, in the House 
or elsewhere, had any binding force or 
authority whatever on the Estates Com- 
missioners. He had_ steadily refused 
ever since the Act was passed to give, 
either directly or indirectly, any opinion 
to the Estates Commissioners upon points 
of law. By Section 23, Sub-section 28, of 
the Land Act of 1903 he provided a 
ready means by which they could always 
obtain legal directions upon any point 
that arose before them. They could go 
to their referee and get from him direction 
on any point of law they required, and 
they had availed themselves of this 


Mr. Kilbride. 
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privilege on many occasions. It had 
always seemed absolutely repellant to 
him that by any advice given in secret 
to such a tribunal as the Estates Com- 
missioners the rights of individuals 
should be affected, and decisions touch- 
ing those rights given. Therefore, he 
had never given any advice to the Kstates 
Commissioners, but had invariably said 
that they should take their law from 
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the Judicial Commissioner, and not 
from him. 

*Mr. KILBRIDE: Have you ever 
issued any regulations ¢ 

Mr. ATKINSON: Never. He had 


no power to doso, and he never saw any. 
The hon. Member opposite had asked 
whether, in the event of the Chief Secre- 
tary’s scheme being adopted, the land- 
lords would be able to put on the screw 
and get out of the tenants the difference 
between stock and cash. They would 
not be able to do that until the 
£28,000,000 of loans had been disposed 
of, and that was a long way off. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said! it could be 
done in all new arrangements. 


Mr. ATKINSON said there were con- 
tracts for £28,000,000 of loans in front 
at present. They had been disposed 
of to the extent of perhaps £7,000,' 00 
or £8,000,000, but even then there 
remained over £20,000,000 of ¢ontracts 
for sale. In most cases of direct s ile 
those contracts were binding. There- 
fore, even assuming the landlord was 
as rapacious and the tenant as sub- 
missive as they were represented to be, 
and the sinner as anxious to extort from 
the saint as had been suggested, nothing 
could be done in that way until the 
greater part of those £28,000,000 had 
been disposed of. Another question was 
whether, in the event of an advance 
being made to a tenant who had bought 
direct from the landlord, the advance 
could be added to the purchase annuity. 
He did not think it could. But a part 
could be given as a free gift, and in 
addition the tenant had power to borrow 
from the Board of Works for the purpose 
of improving his holding, the money 
being repayable on easy terms by 
annuity. He had also power under the 
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Act of 1889 to buy additional land not| able and wrong. 
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Yet scarcely a day 


exceeding ten acres to add to his holding, | passed but the Chief Secretary was 


and could get an advance for that pur | 
pose. So that while under Section 3 of 


the Act of 1903 advances for the purpose | 
of improving the holding could not be | 


added to the purchase money so as to be 


| 
| 
| 


repaid by purchase annuities, it could be | 


done where there was a sale direct. 


*Mr. 
not the fact that the Board of Works 
charged 64 per cent. for twenty-two 
vears. 


Mr. ATKINSON said he did not know 
what the exact terms were. When the 
Estates Commissioners bought direct 
they could undoubtedly expend money 
on improving the estate, sell the farm so 
improved at an increased price, and have 
that increased price repaid by annuity. 

*Mr. KILBRIDE: Can they make a 


free grant in that case ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said as far as he could 
sce there was nothing to require that some 
of the money advane ‘ed might not be given 
as a free grant. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Where a 
tenant buys direct from the landlord, 
has the landlord the right, within the 
zones or outside the zones, to add £100 
moneyto the actual purchase so that 
he may get the bonus on it / 


Mr. ATKINSON: Of course not. 
ie had intervened mainly for the pur- 
pose of dealing with the que stion of 


tlie regulations, which he thought had 
been vastly misunderstood. When the 
discussion upon this question arose, 


the hon. Member for Longford, and many 
others pointed out that it would be 
quite improper and intolerable that the 
Government of the day should intervene 
und direct the Commissioners how they 
were to act in isolated cases. On July 
Ist, 1905, the hon. Gentleman pointed 
out most forcibly and clearly that, while 
it might be proper for the Government 
to make general regulations laying down 
general principles of action, to attempt to 
interfere with the discretion of the Com- 
missioners or to guide their action in indi- 
vidual cases would be absolutely intoler- 


| Executive Government were 
| with 
KILBRIDE asked whether it was | 


|asked to direct the Commissioners to 
reinstate some individual tenant, and 
to take action to expedite some individual 


purchase, or to restrain the Commis- 
sioners from doing some _ individual 


would be monstrous if the 
to interfere 
tribunal of a quasi-judicial 
character in the daily discharge of their 
business, and to induce them to give 
priority of relief to one man over another. 
On the contrary, it was suggested that 


wrong. It 


any 


general directions should be given laying 


down principles of action. Such general 
regulations were given from time to time. 
His right hon. friend the Member for 
Dover was most anxious that new 
machinery of this kind should have a 
certain time to act, so that the defects 
might be seen, and then by some general 
regulations it could be put on the right 


line. He did not think that that system 
commended itself to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. There were daily complaints 


laid 
No regu- 
but cer- 


that the regulations were not 
on the Table of the House. 
lations had then been made, 


tain confidential communications had 
taken place. It was said that those 
communications were only of a ten- 
tative and confidential character, but 
he did not think the Answer was 


considered satisfactory. Ultimately the 
Chief Secretary published regulations 
which dealt, or sought to deal in a prac- 
tical way with a most pressing problem. 
He thought it was much to be regretted 
that when one came to discuss the means 
to be adopted to deal with a difficult 
and pressing problem he should not get 
some credit for anxiety to forward a line 
of policy that had for the last tweffty 
vears been the policy of this Govern- 
ment, namely, the conversion of the 
tenantry of Ireland into peasant pro- 
prietors ; and that credit should not be 
given for an anxiety to carry out the 
Act which was the culmination of that 
policy. 


Now, what was the practical problem 
they hed to deal with? They had con- 
tracts for sale representing £28.000,000. 


They had, he supposed, contracts 
representing £18,000,000 which there 
wes no money to feed. A_ great 
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deal had been said about it being an 
injury merely to the landlord. His 
sympathies were entirely with the tenant, 
because it meant a very considerable loss 
and inconvenience to the tenant. If 
che tenant’s purchase was complete he 
would only have to pay 3} per cent., and 
10s. of that per annum would go to the 
sinking fund. But while the interreg- 
num lasted he had to pay 33 per cent.— 
that was 5s. per cent. more and not a 
penny went to the sinking fund. So 
that the practical result was that he had 
to pav 5s. per cent. more than he would 
pay if the purchase were completed, and 


practically his term was lengthened by | 


the interregnum, whatever that in- 
terregnum might be. Under that state 


of things could there be any greater | 
Injustice than to abstract from the | 


money that would go to feed that pur- 
chase a sum to carry out purchases of 
a different character, and so by the 
amount abstracted prolong the agony 
of the tenant who dealt direct. As- 
suming for a moment that there were 
direct sales, representing £10,000,000, that 
the tenants in those cases were waiting for 
their turn to be reached, and that there 
was monev to the extent of £5,000,000 a, 
vear to meet them, he said it was a 
wrong to them to abstract £4.000,000 or 
£5,000,000 from that fund and give it to 
vendors who were posterior in date to 
the vendors who sold to them. The 
first of the regulations was intended 
to prevent that wrong to the tenant by 
providing that no undue advantage, 
having regard to the date of the sale, 
should be given to one vendor more than 
another, so that a man who sold direct 
in 1904 should not be postponed to the 
man who sold to the Commission in 1905, 


The hon. Member for Waterford’ had 
said that the regulation entirely prevented 
the sale of untenanted land. It did 
nothing of the kind. He considered 
the regulations most carefully with his 


right hon. friend, having in view the | 


fact that if money was obtained it might 
be desirable to appropriate certain por- 
tions of it for sales of untenanted land 
and no unfair advantage would be given 
to anyone under the regulation. The 
object and intention of this regulation 
was simply to secure fair play and 
prevent the giving of any undue pre- 
Mr, Atkinson. 
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ference to one class of vendor over 
another. If this regulation was having 
the effect which had been put forward, 
of course it could be modified to-morrow, 
and if it was found that it was actually 
having any effect beyond that which the 
Government intended, namely, to secure 
fair play, nothing could be easier than 
to modify the regulation. They had a 
perfectly just and fair object in view, 
and, in his opinion, the regulation carried 
out that object. 





There had been some unworthy 
suggestions that there was a disposi- 
tion to defeat the benevolent purposes 
of the right hon. Member for Dover, 
No more unfounded accusation was 
ever made. He knew the feelings of 
the right hon. Member, he helped him 
| through the entire of the Bill, and he 
could disclaim altogether that there was 
any desire whatsoever to defeat the Act ; 
;on the contrary, the regulations were 
drawn in the very spirit of his right hon. 
|friend’s public declarations. The right 
ij hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover 
laid down three propositions for dealing 
with this question. The first was that 
there was to be no compulsion; the 
second, that there must be equal treatment 
for all classes of persons with whom the 
the Act would deal; and thirdly, that there 
must be no special mention of the evicted 
tenants. He wished to point out that the 
reinstatement of the evicted tenants 
was not the main purpose of the Act ; 
it was an ancillary object in the great 
purpose of converting the tenants into 
proprietors. And was the Government 
to allow an Act which was designed to 
be voluntary to be made compulsory 
|through intimidation and crime? It 
jhad been asked, Why apply it to the 
itenants alone? He had not done so. 
Intimidation was intimidation, no matter 
iby whom practised. That was the 
practical question. Was the Govern- 
ment to stand by and wink at the crime 
of intimidation and boycotting, the 
| meanest and most cowardly of all crimes ? 
Were they to allow a voluntary Act to be 
‘turned into a compulsory one, or the 
/machinery they had set up to be made an 
‘instrument through crime for turning 
| the Act into a compulsory Act? It 
| was their first duty to prevent it; and 
|they never could prevent it if they 
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allowed intimidation to be practised. | 
Intimidation had been defined in at least 
half-a-dozen Acts of Parliament, and it 
meant putting a man in fear of danger 
or injury to himself or to his personal 
property, or forcing him into doing 
something which he was legally entitled 
to abstain from doing. There was no 
mysterv about it at all. It was notorious 
that in a certain part of Ireland there 
was an organised svstem of endeavouring 
to get possession of certain lands, and 
the Government could not stand bv and 
allow ertine to be committed. although 
it might be committed for a 
object. 


There was 
issertion that he 
erced into which 
they were not willing to accept under 
ordinary circumstances, and there was 
already power under the 10th Section 
{ the Act of 1885 to set such bargains 
aside, and the Court had all the 
jurisdiction of a Court of Equity to set 
aside any contract brought about by 
There cheap and 
inachinery by which every purchasing 
‘enant could get relief from a contract 
that had been forced upon him by duress. 
There had been great misconception as to 
the regulations m regard to the reinstate- 
ment evicted tenants. What the 
evicted tenant wanted was to get back 
to his eld holding, among his old friends, 


1’ 
gooa 


the 


CO- 


foundation for 
? 
could 


bargains 


no 
tenants 


accepting 


cluress, was easy 


ot 


and what he dishked was migration 
to other districts. All that the 
regulation did was to regulate the 
order of applications. It’ denied no 


man’s right, and it took away no man’s 
right ; it merely postponed the case and 
laid down a rule of precedure upon it. 
so that the evicted tenant might have a 
chance of purchasing when the estate 
on which his old farm was situated was 
up for sale, 


Objection had been taken to the 
practice of the dissenting Commis- 
sioner recording his views for the in- 
tormation of the Judicial Commissioner 
1 cases which went before him for his 
cecision, Surely, however, it was right 
tiat when two members of the Commis- 
sion took a particular view on a point of 
law, the remaining Commissioner should 
te able to put his view also before the 
Judicial Commissioner. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said it was not 
right. It was to enable Mr. Wrench to 
put his view before the Commissioner. 


Mr. ATKINSON: If the dissenting 
Commissioner takes a different view to 
that of the other two Commissioners he 
is allowed to state his view in order that 
both views may be placed before the 
Judicial Commissioner. I think the 
statement just made by the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone is most unfair and 
most unjust. 

RUSSELL: I take the 


for that statement. 


Mr. T. W. 
responsibility 

Mr. ATKINSON said that in an ordin” 
ary Court of law the dissenting Judge had 
the opportunity of giving his view. It 
Was most unfair, when a reference was 
given which might be in a form which one 
of the Commissioners thought did not 
fairly put forward his views, that he 
should not have an opportunity of putting 
in notes showing that he disagreed. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
said they had not complained of the publi- 
cation of those regulations, but, on the 
contrary, always asked for them. He 
believed that the Attorney-General drew 
up the regulations, and that the Chief 
Secretarv fathered them, but that the 
real authors were the Treasury. It would 
be strange indeed if the present Govern- 
ment did not trv deliberately by regula- 
tions to defeat the object of their own 
Act. He was onlv giving a just amount 
of credit to those connected with the 
Government of Ireland when he said that 
he did not think they would have issued 
those regulations if in Ireland they had 
had supreme control in regard to this 
matter. The object of the Treasury 
always had been not to distu'b the 
money market in England; and the 
interests of Ireland were subordinated to 
the commercial interests of Great Britain. 
The Government securities were low be- 
cause of an infamous foreign policy which 
had been most costly to the country, and 
hence it was that the Irish Government, 
following Treasury instructions, worked 
the Act in the interests of the British 
Exchequer. That was the meaning of 
the whole thing. 
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The effect of the first regulation was 
to postpone certain purchases at the ex- 
pense of others. It appeared from the Re- 
port cf the Land Commission that it had 
been the practice to deal with cases as 
they come. If that was the case, what 
was the object of issuing the first regula- 
tionat ell? It must have some meaning, 
and he claimed that it meant the post- 
ponement of purchases of those un- 
tenanted lands which were absolutelv 
essential for the settlement of the most 
urgent part of the Irish land question. It 
appeared from a statement at page 17 of 
the Report that it wes the practice of the 
Estates Commissioners to buy untenanted 
land until they were stopped by the 
Treasury. That, to his mind, explained 
the whole object of the first regulation. 
If the intention was to prevent the pur- 
chase of untenented land, then he said 
that one of the prime objects of the Land 
Act of 1903 wes assailed by this regula- 
tion, and thev would have in ten years 
hence the same trouble in Ireland, or at 
least in parts, if they insisted on the 
regulation being carried out. 


As to the second regulation dealing 
with intimidation, he really believed that 
it was put in to throw dust in the eves of 
the landlords, 2 section of whom, the 
Government were pleased to think, had 
been attacking them for six months or 
more in respect to intimidation alleged 
to be prevailing in the West of Ireland. 
He felt certain that the Government did 
not believe a single word they said about 
intimidation. There was no intimidation 
in the sense in which the Attorney-Genera] 
had expleined it that night. Noone had 
been put in fear as to person or property. 
Meetings had been held and strong 
declarations hed been made as to the way 
in which the Land Act ought to be ad- 
ministered, but nothing more had been 
done. The Government could never 
carry out this regulation. The Attorney- 
General had not tried to give an Answer 
to the Question 2s to who was to inquire 
into the intimidation. What was to be 
regarded as intimidation? Who were 
the persons to decide? How were they 
to form their judgment? No Answer 
had been given to these Questions, and no 
Answer could be given. The intimidation 
clause was all humbug. He warned the 
right hon. Gentleman that no case could 


Mr, Clancy. 
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or would occur of a purchase being 
refused in the West of Ireland, where 
this intimidation was supposed to be 
rampant, without the fullest investigation 
in that House and elsewhere. 


He wished to draw attention to the 
regulation dealing with town holdings—a 
matter of the first importance from the 
point of view of many people in Ireland. 
In the Land Act of 1905 express power 
was given to purchase town holdings 
when they constituted part of an estate 
which was otherwise mainly agricul- 
tural or pastoral. That being so, the 
question had been brought before Mr. 
Justice Meredith, and he had decided, 
as they should have expected, that the 
Act of Parliament meant what it said. 
He had decided that town holdings 
might be bought when they did not 
form the main part of an estate. Was it 
not extraordinary that the Government 
should think it necessary to warn the 
Estates Commissioners that, notwith- 
standing the fact that Mr. Justice 
Meredith had given that decision, and 
that they were to have regard to certain 
other considerations before they sanc- 
tioned the purchase of town holdings, 
they were to have regard to the definition 
of a holding in the Act of 1881, which was 
not incorporated in the Land Purchase 
Act? The meaning of that, he con- 
tended, was that the Estates Commis- 
sioners were not to sanction the purchase 
of town holdings wherever they could 
avoid purchasing them. It was a fresh 
device of the Treasury to prevent the 
expenditure of money under the Land 
Purchase Act of 1903, even in cases where 
the Act of Parliament said, and a judicial 
decision said, that money might be justly 
expended. It seemed to him that where 
the regulations were not superfluous 
they were directly intended to prejudice 
land purchase, to stop it, wherever it cou'd 
be stopped, in the interest of the Treasury, 
and at the same time to postpone the 
settlement of the most urgent part of the 
Irish land question—sales direct to 
tenants by landlords. 


As to the Bill which the Chief Secretary 
had mentioned that night, all he could say 
was that he could not believe that the land- 
lords were against it. He understood that 
the landlords at their convention did not 
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accept the new proposal. But he pre- 
ferred to regard the right hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh as a better 
spokesman of the landlords of Ireland. 
Tne point he wished to make was this. 
The Chief Secretary that night said that 
he had consulted only his own officials, 
He wished to know, if that statement was 
correct, how it was that the landlords had 
the proposal before them at their con- 
vention. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Does the hon. 
(rentleman suggest that I made a state- 
ment which is not correct ? He must 
know how the landlords came to know. 
It was because one of them. speaking in 
the House. said that this matter had 
been before them, and that they had 
brought it before the Government six 
months ago. 


Mr. CLANCY: The iight hon. Gentle- 


man appears to be rather heated. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. Gen- 
teman stated quite clearly that I had 
made a statement which was not correct. 


Mr. CLANCY: I made a statement 
which I will repeat, and which I think 
is perfectly correct. [ want to know— 
and I ask the Question publicly—Did 
the right hon. Gentleman consult any- 
body but his officials / I did not hear 
tre right hon. Gentleman say that he 
did not. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : [stated that I 
consulted my otficia!s in Dublin; I also 
consulted the representatives of the 
Treasury. 


Mr. CLANCY: The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has stated that he consulted the 
experts in Dublin Castle and certain 
officials of the Treasury. I ask him, 
did he consult anybody else? Did he 
consult the landlords ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Really the 
hon. Gentleman is making a mountain 
out of a molehill. I have stated that 
this suggestion was brought before me 
directly I came into office. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: IT have stated 
exactly what I did. I consulted my own 
officials and the officials of the Treasury. 


Mr. CLANCY: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman say that he did not consult 
the landlords or the representatives of 
the landlord body in Ireland’ He 
does not deny it. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is useless 
to deny it if the hon. Gentleman will 
not accept any statement I make. 


Mr. CLANCY : If the right hon. Gen- 
tleman says that he did not consult the 
landlords or the representatives of the 
landlord faction in Ireland, then, of course, 
I do believe him, and accept the state- 
ment, but I do not understznd him to 
make any such statement. Here we 
have the fact that the landlords in their 
convention discussed this proposal and 
apparently knew all about it before any- 
body else heard of it, and they refused 
to accept it. I want to know how the 
landlords heard of it. If the right hon. 
Gentleman did not consult them, did 
not au understrapper from Dublin Castle 
consult them? The hon. Member said 
one of the things which the Nationalist 
Members complained of was that in 
carrying on the administration in Ireland 
the right hon. Gentleman consulted the 
representatives of a small and dwind- 
ling faction while he neglected to take 
into his confidence hs hon. friend the 
Member for Waterford, who represented 
the vast majority of the Irish people. 
This was only another instance showing 
that the Government of Ireland was 
carried on in the interest of one small 
dwindling faction. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) asked 
how came it to pass that regulations 
had been introduced with reference to 
the purchase of town holdings which 
practically substituted the regulation 
made by the Lord-Lieutenant under 
Section 230, Clause 8, of the Irish Land 
Act of 1903 2 


Mr. ATKINSON, replying, said that 
under the Land Purehase Act and the 
Act of 1881 they could only advance 


Mr, CLANCY : That is not an Answer. i money to buy a holding. That holding 








1479 Civil Servic:s und Revenue 


should be good security, and the difficulty | 


was about the re-sale of small towns 
when they were bought. The intention 
of the Commissioners was that for the 
purposes of re-sale regard must be had 
to the security that was availatle for 
the amount advanced. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he desired 
to say a word or two first of all about the 
proposals to which he made reference 
eatlier in the evening as a method of 
escaping, temporarily at all events, from 
the difficulty in which they found them- 
selves in connection with this Act. He 
was not surprised that those suggestions 
had been criticised, but he was surprised 
at the form which the criticism had taken. 
What surprised him more than all was 
the extraordinary suggestion that he had 
improperly, and with injury to the 
Nationalist Party, taken the landlords 
into his confidence on this proposal. 
What was the proposal? It was not a 
proposal which in any way injured the 
future ownership of the occupier, and 
it did not throw upon him any liability 
for the existing £27,000,000. All 
the Bill proposed to do was to enable the 
vendors to take stock in part payment, 
which under the Act of 1903 they could 
not do, it being obligatory that the pav- 
ment should be made in cash. It would 
take more than one issue—at least two, 
he should think—before the present block 
could be removed. Therefore, they were a 
very long way from reaching the point 
where the landlord would be able to lay 
this heavv burden on the tenants. When 
he was accused of committing some 
heinous offence because he had consulted 
the landlords, he searched his memory 
to know what could possibly be the 
foundation of the charge. It suddenly 
occurred to him that he had an interview 
with representatives of the landlords in 
Dublin three or four months ag». They 
did not. however, come to represent anv- 
thing injurious to the tenants of Ireland 
or anybody in Ireland connected with the 
land question. They came to represent 
that there was a block in the Land Com- 
mission proceedings, and that that block 
was caused by want of money, and they 
made a variety of proposals. He was 
new to the question, but he had had 
experience of a similar question when 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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dealing with the London water com- 
panies, and he threw out a suggestion 
then and there, not in the least intending 
it to be confidential. He thought a way 
might be found out of the block. From 
that time to this the matter had been 
discussed in public, and it was absurd 
to suggest that he had been guilty of 
some act of bad faith or want of courtesy 
or fairness, 


The hon. Member for Waterford mis- 
apprehended the effect of the regulation. 
If he had £5,000,000 in cash, plus the 
addition of stock, it was obvious that 
he would have £11.000,000 or £12.000,000 
to deal with for the purchase of estates, 
and that they would be able to relieve 
the block in the Estates Commissioners’ 
Court. He would also be able to deal 
with the works of the Congested Districts 
Board and with various other branches 
under the purview of the Estates Com- 
missioners. He maintained that the 
regulation about priority could not be 
interpreted in the sense in which hon. 
Members opposite had endeavoured to 
interpret it. It was an order to en- 
deavour to secure that justice should be 
done and that one claim should not have 
a vear’s priority over the other. That 
would not interfere in the slightest degree 
with the expenditure of the jund. If 
they were not to leave the Executive 
Government to indicate to the Comiis- 
sioners in what order of priority they 
were to take cases, what other course 
would be open to them in dealing with 
all the cases. They were doing no in- 
jury to any particular class by issuing 
a regulation of this kind. 


The hon. and Jearned Gentleman had 
waxed wrath about the intimidation 
regulation ; but his right hon. friend the 
Attorney-General had dealt with that 
fully and he need hardly say that he 
endorsed entirely what his right hon. and 
learned friend had said as to the object of 
that regulation and as to the way it would 
be carried out. Some one had that after- 
noon made one of those unworthy sug- 
gestions of which they had so many. 
The hon. Member stated that this was 
an insidious attempt to defeat the 
policy, and to discredit the action, of 
his predecessor. What were the facts ? 
The right hon. Member for Dover 
was invited by Lord Clonbrock to express 
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the opinions of the Government on this 
question ; and he wrote a letter in which 
he explained that the policy of the 
Government was identical with the 
policy to be found in this regulation. 
The hon. Member for Dublin County 
said that this was a new policy—some- 
thing new—something that had never 
been heard of before in Irish land 
administration. 


Mr. CLANCY: [ never said anything 
of the kind. I said that it was a device 
of the present Executive. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said it was stated 
by almost every speaker that this was 
a new departure of his. and that it was 
done behind the back of his zight hon. 
friend the Member for Dover. He had 
shown that the right hon. Member for 
Dover had expressed his view on the 
subject. The Congested Districts Board, 
which was not controlled by the Execu- 
tive, had issued precisely the same regula- 
tion, signed by every member of the 
Board. As to forcing this policy on the 
Estates Commissioners, they had simply 
declared that if intimidation were em- 
ployed on a particular estate, they might 
not be able to deal with that estate. 
In the administration of a_ perfectly 
voluntary Act, no Government worthy 
of its name could stand by quietly and 


see the owner of land coerced by 
threats and boycotting into coming 


under the Act. The Government hoped 
to discourage such coercion by show- 
ing that it was a policy that would not 
pay. It might not be a very grand 
way of achieving the object, but he was 
surprised that his hon. friends opposite 


‘ 
} 


should denounce it by their criticism. 
Surely there could not be a better in- 
stance of the old saying that prevention 
was better than cure. The object was 
to prevent all these illegal methods and 
to show that they would not pay. 


As to the number of appeals, thought 
they increased in 1903 and 1904, they had 
since shown a large falling off. The accom- 
modation for the Estates Commissioners 
had been increased and the number of 
the staff had been added to. The sort 
of debate to which the House had listened 
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was not encouraging to the British tax- 
payer. This Act was not two years old. 
It was passed with the assurance that it 
would be worked cordially on both sides, 
and now they were told that it had quite 
broken down, and that where it had been 
effective it had only been effective in the 
interests of the landlords. It was easy 
to make a statement of that kind, but 
it was not easy to support it. Under 
previous Acts which had been in force 
for twenty-three years they had _ ex- 
pended £1,000,00) a year in land purchase, 
but under this Act they had expended 
over £4,000,000 a year. The allegation 


that too high a price had been paid 
to the landlords was surely met by 


the fact that the reductions had been on 
the whole reasonable. The average per- 
centage of reduction of rent was 2b6°2 
and the number of years purchase was 


2°92. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: 


very misleading. 


Averages are 


Mr. WALTER LONG thought he was 
entitled to give the averages. These 
should be regarded as really satisfactory. 


Thev were told that nothing had been 
done in the West of Ireland. In regard 
to that matter hon. Gentlemen opposite 
were not quite fair. Before the Act 
passed, the Congested Districts Board 
dealt with 144,000 acres of tenanted land 
and 27,000 acres of untenanted land, 
or a total of 171,000 acres. Since the 
passing of the Act of 1903 they had 
dealt with 154,000 acres of tenanted 
land and 61,000 acres of untenanted 
land, or a total of 215,000 acres, as com- 
pared with 171,000 acres. When hon. 
Gentlemen opposite accused them of 
having deliberately interfered with the 


reinstatement of evicted tenants, he 
thought they were going too far. Every 


one would be glad to see the evicted 
tenants back on the land, even if they 
could not be reinstated in their original 
holdings, but hon. Gentlemen opposite 
knew that there were practical difficulties 
in the way of the completion of this work. 
The difficulties in connection with the 
migration of people to districts where 


untenanted land was available were 
almost insurmountable. He believed 
that under the Act they had created 
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many peasant proprietors who were 
grateful to Parliament for the benefit 
which had been conferred upon them ; 
but it was not only unreasonable, it was 
unfair and ungrateful to come to Parlia- 
ment to-day and say the Act was a com- 
plete failure, and that nothing had been 
done to deal with the uneconomic hold- 
ings, when everybody knew perfectly well 
that the questions involved could only be 
dealt with by degrees. The Government 
had done nothing, either through their 
regulations or by their administration, 
except with the one desire to carry out 
the Act so that it might be a real benefit 
and blessing to the people of Ireland. He 
believed it was too soon to criticise the 
Act ; but, even on the present short re- 
cord, it showed good results, and that 
they were on the high road to doing 
satisfactory work in the interests of Ire- 
land. Therefore, he asked the House to 
reject the Amendment. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Time, time. [MrnisTERIAL cries of 
** Order.””] 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he was 
bound to say, in view of the fact that he 
had purposely refrained from intervening 
in the debate so that hon. Gentlemen 
opposite might speak, that that was a 
most discourteous interruption. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he regretted the interrup- 
tion, but all the same the debate, which 
was a most important one, had not had 
the advantage of being listened to by 
many hon. Members opposite who were 
there now. He wished to disabuse the 
mind of the right hon. Gentleman that they 
on the Irish Benches considered him as a 
wicked Chief Secretary. They regarded 
him asa very innocent and ingenuous Chiet 
Secretary, who, however, was the tool 
and instrument of Dublin Castle. He 
was perfectly certain that the mght hon. 
Gentleman never said anything in the 
House which he did not sincerely be- 
lieve, and that his intentions were honest. 
The right hon. Gentleman was, however, 
very inexperienced in the hands of the 
Castle bureaucracy, which was as 


hostile to the opinion of Ireland as the 
Mr. Walter Long. 


(COMMONS} 





1484 


bureaucracy which led the Czar of 
Russia astray. While the Irish Mem- 
bers opposed the proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman, they did not wish to 
strike at him, but at the officials. The 
right hon, Gentleman had claimed that 
the Act had succeeded, and in defence 
of that had said that so much more money 
had been obtained than was believed 
possible some time ago. That was 
perfectly true ; but their complaint was, 
not that the Act was not proceeding 
with a good deal of speed, but that the 
money had been spent for the purpose 
ot giving relief where it was least needed, 
and had not been spent where relief 
was most needed. In other words, 
the money had been spent in relieving 
well-to-do tenants and well-to-do land- 
lords, while it had left untouched the 
sorely congested districts and the un- 
economic holdings. The total amount of 
advances in Ulster was £561,962, in 
Munster £667,388, in Leinster £2,280,548, 
and in Connaught £299,000. That was to 
say, that the least money was spent in the 
poorest province, and by far the greatest 
amount spent in the richest province. 
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Their second complaint was—and the 
right hon. Gentleman apparently was 
rather disturbed by the statement—that 
the price of land was increasing. A remark- 
able instance of that was the Lake Foster 
Estate. On that estate the landlord and 
tenants agreed to fourteen years pur- 
chase, or £6,000 in all, but sanction 
to the agreement was refused on the 
ground that the land was not sufficient 
security for the £6,000. Since the pass- 
ing of the 1903 Act the tenants came 
before Mr. Wrench and he fixed the price 
at £8,900, while the landlord, in addition, 
would get the bonus. The average 
under the Ashbourne Acts, without the 
bonus for estates, was seventeen years 
and a-half purchase; now under the 
present Act the average was, according 
to the right hon. Gentleman himself, 
22-9 years purchase. He insisted that 
the Act had also failed in restoring the 
evicted tenants. Out of 4,275 evicted 
tenants only 221 had been restored to 
their holdings. He insisted that they 
must have full and adequate opportunity 
of discussing the Bill announced by the 


tight hon. Gentleman, and that no measure 
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should, in his opinion and in that of his | 
iriends, be brought in which did not 
accelerate the work of restoring the 


evicted tenants. 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 199; 
(Division List, No. 505.) 


Mi Idoon, Jobn ; 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nanuetti, Josepb P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. JohnP. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth South 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
O Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James (RoscommonN 
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Philipps, John Wyntord 
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Priestly, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Russell, T. W. 


| Samuel, HerbertL.(Cleveland) 
| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
| Schwann, Charles E. 


Seely, MajJ.E. B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 





Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, DavidAltred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 








Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John — 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
3ailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtlinGeraldW.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner Jobhn 8. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjami 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMickaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lo.d Henry C. 
Bhownagegree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

3rodrick, Re. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bryirer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Bucther, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.( Wore. 
Chaplain, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hon.SirJosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hon.SirWilliamHart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, RtHnSirR. B.(Invernss 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
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Vason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) | Wilson, Chas, Henry (Hull, W.) | 


Dept 


| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) | 


| 











Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) | 
Woodhouse, SirJT.(Huddersf d | 
Young, Samuel 


NOES, 


Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’mlets 
Goulding Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (‘Vest Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’ry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem/th) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hn. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords. N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Shettield, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool. 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.V(Mile Jénd) 
Lee, Arthur H( Hants, Fareham 
Legee, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S 
Long, Col. Chas. VV. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


. Estimates, 1905-6. 


Yoxall, James Hemy 








Lowe, Francis William 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
MKillop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 





Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirH. E(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William, Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. R. Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury 
Parkes, Ebenezer ; 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington. Colonel] Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jjones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym C. Guy 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
teid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
fenshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8, Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas T. 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield} 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
fopner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Saunderson, RtHn.Col. Edw.J. 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, AbelH.(Hertford, East 
Smith, RtHnJParker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart,Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord EF. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn. J.G(Ox’fdUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tutf, Charles 

Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Varde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col A.C. E(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


John (Glasgow) 


tS 
Wilson, 


When the CHamman announced the 
figures of the division there was 
vociferous cheering on the Irish and 
Opposition Benches. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Resign, 
resign, 

Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): You 


will want a tramway over the bridge vet. 


Mr. FLAVIN: What is the Prime 
Minister going to do now ? 
And, it being after Midnight, the 


Chairman left the Chair to make his Re- 
port to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday 
next; Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


SALE OF BUTTER BILL. 
Order for the Second Reading read, 
and discharged. ill withdrawn. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
*THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
fARY ro rye TREASURY (Sir A. 
AcLtaNnb-Hoop (Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) moved the adjournment of the House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Sir A, Acland-H ood.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I have, Sir, as may 
be expected, a very simple and obvious 
(Juestion to address to the Prime Minister. 
and that is whether, in view of the defeat 
of the Government, he has any statement 
to make. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or roe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I think the 
House will probably anticipate my 

VOL. CXLIX. [Fourrn Sertss.] 


{20 Juty 1905} 


J Vodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Williams. Colonel R. (Dorset) | Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York, E.R. | Wrightson, Sir Thomas | 
| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong | 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOEsS.—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


answer as easily as they have anticipated 
the Question put by the right hon. 
Gentleman. The AnswerI have to make 
is that it is, of course, impossible for me 
on the present occasion to make anv 
statement at all. [Cries of “ Redistri- 
bution” from the Irtsn Benches.] 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I do not know whether the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman means that he 
is adjourning until to-morrow or Monday 
his statement as to the course which the 
Government will adopt. I cannot con- 
ceive that his statement means that he 
intends to take no notice of this vote. 
He is the Leader of a Government which 
for nearly two years has had from every 
constituency to which thev have 
appealed a declaration of want of con- 
fidence. And, Sir, he has taken up the 
;osition, to my mind the utterly un- 
constitutional position, that, no matter 
how the want of confidence in the 
(rovernment may have been expressed 
by the constituencies, he would cling to 
his office so long as he was not defeated 
in this House. He has been defeated 
in this House; and, Sir,I say that if, 
disregarding the declarations of want oi 
confidence in the country, he now elects 
to disregard the declaration of want of 
confidencé in this House that he will be 
taking 2 cours»—[MINISTERIAL cries of 
“No, no,” and “Monday ”|—I repeat 
the declaration of the want of contidence 
in this House—taking place the dav 
after his meeting at the Foreign Office, 
when he called his Party together and 
appealed to them to save him from 
hostile divisions here—if he takes that 
course he will be taking a course not 
only out of record with the whole 
history of political Parties in this 
| House, but a course which I say will 
| be unworthy of a Leader of any political 
| Party in this country. I ask the right 
| hon. Gentleman before we separate to 
tell us what he means by saying that 
; he cannot be expected at this moment 
‘to make any declaration. [MrnIsTERIAL 
‘eries of “ Monday.”] If the right hon. 
| Gentleman will say that on Monday 


3H 
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he will make his announcement, then I 
am satisfied; but if his announcement 
means that he is going to swallow 
this humiliation as he has swallowed 
every rebuff for the last two years for 
the sake of attempting for a few 
miserable months or days to keep his 
Government in office; then I take the 
liberty of saying, with all respect to 
the regular Opposition, that the duty 
will be thrown upon them of using 
every means to bring to an end a State 
of things which is an outrage upon the 
constitution of this House. 





Adjournment. 


t 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not 
sure whether the brief reply to the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite is to be 
taken as a speech. [General cries of 
‘No, no!”] The hon. Member who 


has just sat down appears to| 
have greatly agitated himself about 
a matter which will be settled in due 


time, but need not be settled to-night. | 
stentorian | 


He has denounced in 


voice for having suffered every species 


me 


of humiliation. 
these humiliations. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: “Naked 
but unashamed.” [MINISTERIAL cries of 
Order,” and interruption. | 

Mr. A. J, BALFOUR: To discuss 


the administration for which we 


been responsible would be out of place | 
on this occasion, but IT may remind the | 


hon. Gentleman and the House that 
until this evening my colleagues on this 
bench and myself have received the 


unfailing support of the Party, and that | 


Party constitutes the large majority of 


the House of Commons. The hon. Member | 


has quoted words of mine, and in quotirg 
them has unintentionally misquoted 
them. I have said, and I am quite pre- 
pated now to repeat the statement ij 
necessary, that unless it is possible for 


me to carry on the business of the 


country in this House with the dignity- 
[Opposrrron ironical laughter and cheers] 
Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS! 


[ am not conscious of | 


have | 
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Adj .urnment. 


—with the dignity which I think should 
attach to every CGovernment—{Oppost- 
TION ironical laughter and cheers]--and 
which certainly is not going to be dis- 
turbed by such interruptions ina moment 
of self-forgetfuliiess like those to which 
I have been treated—unless my col- 
leagues and I can carry on the busine<s 
of the country with dignity we certainly 
‘shall not attempt to carry it on. We 
have been defeated to-night. as many 
previous Governments have been de- 
feated. upon a Vote in Estimates. 
Whether it will be our duty to repro- 
pose that Vote to the House—{Oprosi- 
TION cries of “Oh,” and MINIsTERIAL 
cries of ‘‘ Order” |—and ask it to reverse 
the decision which it has 
course which has often and most proper- 
ly been taken 
| matter upon which T certainly am not 
| going to pronounce without further con- 





come to--a 


Governments—is a 














by 


| sideration. (Opposrrion cries of “Oh.” | 
| 

The hon. Gentleman careful, | 
notice. in his speech not to suggest 
that the Government did not still con- 
tinue to enjoy the support of a majority 
of this House—[Oprpostrton 
laughter and MINisrertaL cheers]—be- 
‘cause he knows that by an accident— 
[Oprosrtlon erles of “Oh, oh!” and in- 


Was 


ironical 


terruption]—perhaps the House will allow 
me to finish my sentence—I admit an 
unfortunate one, they have been placed 
/in a minority on a division. There will 
be an ample opportunity in a few hours 
to ascertain whether the Government 
does or does not enjoy the confidence of 
‘their supporters. [Orrosrrion cries of 
|* With dignity.”] But I entirely con- 
‘cede the point to the hon. Gentleman, 
if he desires it, that the mere fact, taken 
| by itself. that on a vote of censure the 
Government can command a majority is 
not necessarily sufficient. [ have neve; 
pretended that it was; I do not pretend 
so now. But neither is it a conclusive 
reason why @ Government which does 
enjoy the confidence of a majority of the 
House should not continue its services 
to the country because they have been 
defeated by one vote in Supply. fAn 
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Benches: In a small House.] Yes, Sir, 


but there would have been no diffi- 


the 
the right hon. Gentleman 


which 
had 
they felt that thev did enjoy the con- 


culty in Government to 


refers, 


fidence of the House. in carrying on the 


effective constitutional procedure of 
having that vote reversed, and it is a 
matter of perfect notoriety. not denied 
by anybody that that bas been done, 
{ the hon. 


that—— 


right Gentleman denies 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is not for me either to deny it or to 
admit it; and you have no right to ask 


If. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR; Well, I think it 
is undesirable to put any Cabinet Minister 
into a position of having to affirm or to 
It 
have been better, perhaps, if that obser- 


deny a point of that kind. would 
vation had not been made, for I quite 
recognise the obligations which impose 
1 most proper silence upon right hon, 
Gentlemen opposite. I will, therefore, 
simply say that it was in the power 
of that Government to have challenged 
a reversal of that vote, but when we 
remember that their majorities had been 
going steadily down—[OppositIon ironi- 
cal cheers, and cries of ‘Oh ”]—and that 
they would probably not have obtained 
upon a vote of censure a quarter of the 
majority—I believe I am putting it 
much too high—that this ‘*cvernment 
has, it 
should hav’ decided not to reverse the 
vote, which they accordingly took as a 


is natural enough that they 


conclusive reason why they should re- 


sign office. Iam under no obligation to 


make any decision of the kind on the 


present occasion: the circumstances 
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seem to me to be wholly different. I 


A .journment. 


shall require to consult with my colleagues 
before announcing any decision to the 
House. Nor shall I give the decision 
to the House to-morrow morning, it 
being a Friday sitting, when we meet at 
twelve o clock ; and as it is, of Course, im- 
possible to take the Naval Works Bill, as 
originally arranged, because we have not 
obtained the Report of the money Resolu- 
tion to-night, I shall put down the Scot- 
tish Churches Bill for to-morrow, and 
shall make an announcement of the 
course we mean to pursue at the meeting 


of the House on Monday, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Mr. Speaker, 
I do not know whether I should be in 
[ Mrnts- 


Being a con- 


order to move an Amendment. 
‘cc No.”’} 
aa . 4 » } 

sistent supporter of order, I respectfully 


TERIAL cries of 


submit that any question of order must 
be settled by the Chair, and not by a dis- 
orderly crowd opposite. Iwas about to 
ask whether it would be in order for me 
to move an Amendment to the Motion— 
namely, that the House should adjourn 
till Monday. 
ing the consideration of the matter by 


[t seems to me that, pend- 


the right hon, Gentleman and his Cabinet, 
it would be a perfect farce for the House 
of Commons to meet to-morrow for 
public business, when we shall not know 
until Monday whether or not the public 
inisiness is any longer to be carried on by 


the present (rovernment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It 1s not possible 
after midnight to move «n Amend- 
men to the Question that the 


House do now adjourn. 


Mr. 
N.): 


McKENNA 
Could 


(Monmouthshire. 


not the First Lord 
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of the 
Motion that the House do adjourn until 
Monday? jOpposrrion cheers and MIn- 
ISTERIAL ironical laughter. | 


Adjourninent 


Treasury himself 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I 
venture to suggest that it is 
obvious the House cannot 
the discussion of business to-morrow. 
[ OpposITION cheers and 
cries of “No.” ] And I submit to the 


right hon. Gentleman that he will consult 


MINISTERIAL 


the general convenience of the Hous» if 
he will move an adjournment until Mon- 
day. [Opposition cheers and MINIs- 


TERIAL cries of “ No, no!” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The course 
suggested by the right hon. Gentleman 
is really an impracticable one. The 
Motion has been made and we cannot 
divide at this hour. 
of “ Withdraw it.”] 


gest that, as an 


[OpposrtI0N cries 
But I further sug- 
announcement to- 
morrow will be quite impossible, and as 
the decision of the Government may, 
foranything I am at present in a posi- 
tion to say, be that we shall ask the 
House to reverse this vote and finish the 
business of the session—[Opposrrion 
cries of “ Dignity,” “Oh!” and Mints- 
TERIAL cheers]-- I think it would be a 
pity not to spend to-morrow upon a 
subject upon which the whole House 
is agreed. | agree to ask it to deal with 
Party questions or matters upon which 
there was really a strong diiference of 
opinion between the two sides of the 
House as such would not be a desirable 
course. On the Bill [ am sperking of 
there may, of course, upon detail be 
some difference of opinion but there 
is no difference of opinion, dividing the 
House, and I there- 


two sides o! the 


Mr. McKenna. 


{COMMONS} 


move the | 
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would be a convenient 


fore think it 
course, 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Would 
it be in order for the 
withdraw the Motion 
for the adjournment and substitute a 


right hon. 
Gentleman to 
until 


Motion for an adjournment 


Monday ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: He would have to 


get the leave of the House to withdraw. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Mav, in reply 


to the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
remind him that I think, if he will reter 
to the precedent already alluded to to- 
night, the precedent of the cordite Vote 
in Supply, he will tind that other busines~ 
was taken after that [Opposition crie> 
of ‘“No!] before the final decision of the 


Government was arrived at / 


Mr. McKENNA: Is the right hon. 


Gentleman going to follow that decision / 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN ; 
As the right hon. Gentleman refers to a 
matter in which I played some part, | 
may confirm what the right hon. Gentle- 
man says. The moment that vote 
occurred and the division was reported. 
I moved immediately to report Progress, 
and other business was proceeded with 


for part of the evening. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That day, 
but not the next day. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 


before One o’clock. 
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Private 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 21st July, 1905. 


VISCOUNT HAWARDEN. 


Ordered, That the Report of the 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom, 
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made to the House of Lords on Thursday | 


last, that the right of the Viscount 
Hawarden to vote at the elections of 


Representative Peers for Ireland has been | 


established to his satisfaction, be sent to 
the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, together 


with a certificate stating that such Report | 


has been made, and that the House has 
ordered it to be sent to the said Clerk of 
the Crown in Ireland. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have been complied with :— 
Thames Conservancy. 


And also the Certificates that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 


ing Bills have been complied with :— | 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12); Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 14); Local Government 


(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2). | 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Rathmines and Rathgar Extension 
and. Improvement Bill. A witness 
ordered to attend the Select Committee. 


% f,North Eastern Railway Bill; North 


Eastern Railway (Steam ;Vessels) Bill. 
The order made on the 4th of July last 
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Bill Business. 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Bromp- 
‘ton Railway (No. 1) Bill. Read 3* 
| (according to order), with the Amend- 
/ments ; further Amendments made. Bill 
| passed, and returned to the Commons. 
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London Government Scheme (Hackney 
and Edmonton Unions) Bill; London 
| Government Scheme (London and Middle- 
| sex) Bill. Moved, That the order made 
on the 16th day of March last, “‘ That no 
Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after the 
27th day of June next.” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2"; 
agreed to. Bills read 2‘ accordingly, 
/and committed. The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [x.1.] ; 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill [x t.]. Commons Amend- 
ments considered (according to o:der), 
and agreed to. 


Esk Valley Power-Gas Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [u.L.]. Read 5* (according to 
'order), and passed, and sent to the 
| Commons. 


Inverness Gas and Water Provisional 
Order Bill; Port Glasgow Improve- 
‘ment Provisional Order Bill. Read 3* 
| (according to order), and passed. 


Stonehaven Harbour Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [H.u.]; Edinburgh Corporation 
Order Confirmation Bill [H.1L.]; Tram- 
ways Orders Confirmation (No. 2)}Bill 
[u.L.]. Read 38* (according to order), 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. » 


PAISLEY DISTRICT TRAMWAYS ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL [u.t.]. 


[SeconD READING.] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
| Reading read. 


appointing certain Lords the Select | 


Committee to consider the Bills, dis- | 


charged. 


South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas 
and Coke Company Bill [#.1.]. Read 3*, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) 
Bill. Read 3*, and passed. 


VOL. CXLIX. [Fourrs Sertes.] 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
| 2°.°—(The Marquess of Linlithgow.) 


| Lorp HARRIS, who had given notice 
/to move, in the event of the Bill being 
| read 2°, that it be referred to a Joint Com- 
| mittee of Lords and Commons, said : 
|My Lords, I understand that clauses 
have been agreed to by the promoters 


51 
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which safeguard the interests of the RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


National Telephone Company in the 745 
direction in which they feared they sae ; bait cafe 2 cate eee 
were threatened, and under those circum- | TRADE REPORTS: ANNU AL SERIES. 
stances I shall not move my Motion. | No, 3444. Costa Rica. 

No. 5445. Germany. 


On Question, Bill read 2°, and (pur- _ itt Italy (Genoa). 
suant to the provisions of the Private No. 3447. Russia (Rostov-on-Don). 
Legislation Procedure Act, 1899), deemed | No. 3448. Egypt (Port Said and Suez). 
to have been reported from the Com-| No. 5449. China (Wuchow). 
mittee ; and to be read 3* on Monday 
next. 








TREATY SERIES, No. 19 (1905). 
| Convention between the United King- 

Glasgow Corporation (Tramways Con- | dom and the Netherlands providing for 
solidation) Order Confirmation Bill [H.L.]. | the settlement by arbitration of certain 
Read 2* (according to order), and (pur- | classes of questions which may arise 
suant to the provisions of the Private | between the two Governments ; signed 
Legislation Procedure Act, 1899), deemed at London, 15th February, 1905 (ratifica- 
to have been reported from the Com- | tions exchanged at London, 12th July, 
mittee ; and to be read 3° on Monday | 1905). 
next. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


TRANSVAAL AND O RANGE RIVER 
COLONY. 

Further correspondence relating to 

_ affairs in the Transvaal and Orange River 

Colony (in continuation of [Cd. 2401 | 

_and [Cd. 2482}). 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirma- | 
tion Bill [H.L.]. Read 3* (according to 
order) ; Amendments made. Bill passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


Rathmines and Rathgar Extension | WEST AFRICA. 
and Improvement Bill ; North-Eastern | 
Railway Bill; No:th-Eastern Railway 
(Steam Vessels) Bill; London Govern- 
ment Scheme (London and Middlesex) 
Bill ; London Government Scheme | 
(Hackney and Edmonton Unions) Bull; Presented (by Command), and ordered 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. | ¢ Jie on the Table 
5) Bill. Report from the Committee of | 
Selection, That the following Lords be | 
proposed to the House to form the Select | LONDON CORPORATION. 
Committee for the consideration of the! Annual Accounts of the Chamberlain 
said Bills; viz. : of London, for the year 1904. Laid 

D. Manchester. before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


Returns of the Revenue and Expendi- 
ture (Actual and Estimated) of the West 
| African Colonies and Protectorates, for 
the years 1885 to 1905-1906. 


E. Malmesbury. 
E, Eldon. | —a + 


V. Falmouth. | NEW BILLS. 


L. Kintore (£. Kintore) Chairman) ; —— 
agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed | . a 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on | MATRIMONIAL CAUSES BILL [u.1.]. 
Monday next, at Twelve o’clock ; and all) A Bill to amend the Matrimonial Causes 
petitions referred to the Committee, with | Act, 1857. Was presented by the Ear! 
ileave to the petitioners praying to be | Russell; read 1*; to be printed ; and to 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be| be read 2* on Monday the 31st instant. 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the | (No. 151.) 

Bills. 








of 
no 
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pr 
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WEMYSS TRAMWAYS ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [u.1.] 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
relating to Wemyss Tramways. Was 
presented by the Marquess of Linlithgow 
pursuant to the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Sections 
% and 9); read 1*; and to be printed. 
(No. 152.) 


THE DUKE OF DEVONSHIRE’S 


MOTION. 
THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: My 
Lords, in consequence of what took 


place in the House of Commons last 
night I desire to give a notice respecting 
my Motion which is down on the Paper 
for Monday next. I understand that on 
Monday next His Majesty’s Government 
will be in a state of suspended animation 
until a certain vote of the House of Com- 
mons has been rescinded, if, indeed, it 
be in existence at all. In either case, 
there will not be on Monday any Govern- 
ment capable of advising the House with 
sufficient authority upon the important 
matters which I propose to bring before 
it. Therefore, it would be more respect- 
ful to the House that I should postpone 
the Motion of which I have given notice 
till a later day. I understand that 
Tuesday will not be in all respects con- 
venient to your Lordships, and the 
Aliens Bill has been put down for Thurs- 
day next. If it were not a matter of 
urgency to proceed with the Aliens Bill 
on Thursday, it is possible that the 
Government might, with ; eneral consent, 
take my Motion on that day. In the 
absence of my noble friend the Leader 
of the House, no decision can be come to 
at the moment. It must be settled at 
a later period of the proceedings. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): With regard to the 
noble Duke’s notice of Motion, he will do 
as he pleases about it; but I rather 
protest against the only alternative he 
presented to your Lordships as to what 
might take place on Monday. 


LIGHT LOAD-LINE COMMITTEE. 


_Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, 
Tise to call attention to accidents a: 


{21 Junty 1905} 


Committee. 1502 


loss of life caused by the shifting of 
loose ballast carried by merchant vessels ; 
to ask whether it is not a fact that in 
the case of grain cargoes merchant vessels 
must comply with official regulations 
to prevent shifting: and to move to 
resolve “‘ That, in the opinion of this 
House, the Board of Trade should now 
take the necessary steps in carrying 
out the recommendation of the Light 
Load-line Committee that regulations 
to prevent the shifting of under-deck 
ballast carried by merchant vessels should 
be drawn up and enforced ” 


I have on many occasions brought to 
your notice the perils of the insufficient 
and inefficient ballasting of merchant 
vessels. These perils have unfortunately 
not ceased to exist, and if the lives of our 
seamen are sacrificed to mere considera- 
tions of economy or parsimony, I feel it 
incumbent upon me to bring the facts 
before your Lordships. You may re- 
member that, after several efforts, I 
was able to convince your Lordships 
that at least a thorough investigation 
was necessary. That was the origin of 
the Light Load-line Committee which 
was fortunate enough to have as Chair- 
man the noble Earl who leads the Opposi- 
tion. As for myself, a certain number of 
shipowners seemed to consider me 
an enemy to shipowners, and, for some 
occult reason which I have never 
fathomed, as one who desired with- 
out cause to maliciously injure British 
shipping, whereas the shipowners of 
this country have no more sincere well- 
wisher than myself. I venture to think 
that I have shown this more than once. 


But if I am a friend of shipowners, | 
am equally a friend of our merchant 
seamen. Their interests are allowed 
to go by the board simply because they 
have not the means, and are refused 
facilities, to enable them to voice their 
many claims and grievances in Parlia- 
ment. It is our merchant seamen who 
are crying out against the risks they are 
required to run in many merchant 
vessels when sailing in ballast. They have 
ever regretted the fact that the proposi- 
tion of a light load-line met with an 
adverse decision, but, undoubtedly, the 
feeling has been widespread that the 


| prominence which the subject received 
'has had most beneficial results. 


This 
312 








1503 Light Load-Line 





has been admitted by many ship- 
owners and by even the Board of Trade. 
Last year I brought before your Lord- 
ships a similar Motion to this one. My 
noble friend who was Chairman of the 
Light lLoad-line Committee said, in 
the course of the debate which ensued, 


that the Committee certainly did think | 


that probably more could be done by 
the officers of the Board of Trade than 
had been done. With a hope that the 
Board of Trade would act more vigorously 
in the spirit of the recommendations of 
the Committee he did not think my 
Resolution should be pressed to a divi- 
sion. The noble Marquess who is Leader 
of this House hoped that, after the 
discussion which had taken place, and 
having elicited a distinct statement from 
the Board of Trade that the matter was 
one of which they were not losing sight, 
I would not press my Motion to a division. 
In deference to the noble Earl and the 
noble Marquess I withdrew it and enter- 
tained similar hopes to theirs. I must 
say, however, I had considerable doubts 
whether those hopes would be realised. 


But}I ask how long are we to be kept 
hoping ? Ihave leit a very generous interval 
for the Board of Trade to act more vigor- 
ously, and to carry out the unanimous re- 
commendation of the Light Load-line Com- 
mittee, but the position is exactly where 
it stood twelve months ago. There was 
not a single witness before the Light 
Load-line Committee who questioned 
the necessity of precautions to prevent 
the shifting of loose 
representative of the Merchant Service 
Guild drew our attention to cases of dis- 
aster and loss of life which had, at Board 
of Trade inquiries, been put down to the 
shifting of loose ballast which had not 
been secured. He mentioned, for in- 
stance, the sad case of the “* Moel Tryvan,”’ 
which left Antwerp for Cardiff in tow. 
She had sand ballast and, bad weather 
coming on, the tug was unable to make 
any headway. The course was altered 
to make for shelter, but the ‘ Moel 
Tryvan” broke away from the tug and 
fell into the trough of the sea. Her loose 
ballast shifted and she capsised and 
foundered with such suddenness that ten 
of the crew were unable to escape and 
lost their lives. This is a commentary 


on the ridiculous arguments which have 


Lord Muskerry. 


{LORDS} 


ballast. The | 
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been put forward that vessels coming 
round the coast in tow can take far greater 
risks in the way of the amount and the 
securing of their ballast. 


It was with the object of preventing 
further unjustifiable sacrifice of life 
in this way that the Light Load-line 
Committee recommended the enforce- 
ment of measures to prevent the shifting 
of loose ballast. To the Marine Depart- 
ment of the Board of Trade it has been 
simply an empty utterance, and I ask 
your Lordships to support me in pro- 
testing against the contemptuous way 
in which the recommendations of Par- 
liamentary Committees are treated by 
that Department. Since the recom- 
mendation of the Light Load-line Com- 
mittee was made and ignored by the 
Board of Trade, we have had the case ot 
the serious accident to the sailing-ship 
“County of Anglesea,” bound from 
Rouen for Liverpool with silver sand as 
ballast. Meeting with bad weather, in 
almost exactly the same place as the 
|‘ Moel Tryvan,” she fell off from the 
| wind and was struck by a sea and thrown 
on to her beam ends. A portion of the 
sand ballast was thrown up into the 
tween decks. Her steering wheel was 
smashed and the captain had to cut the 
main-topmast away to ease the ship. 
Two tugs eventually rescued her in this 
most perilous situation and towed her 
into Portland. There is no doubt that 
a considerable portion of this loose silver 
sand was thrown up into the “tween 
decks, and there is no doubt that, had 
proper precautions been taken to prevent 
such an eventuality, this would have been 
an impossibility. 











Anybody who studies the report of 
|the Board of Trade inquiry into this 
‘disaster will see exactly what I mean; 
| but, unfortunately, the report of the 
inquiry in this case is wrapped up in a 
good deal of unnecessary verbiage, and 
| the reasoning contained in it in several! 
| places is open to a good deal of criticism. 
| I will ask your permission to quote from 
| a leading article in our first shipping paper. 
| Lloyd’s Shipping Gazette, which states as 
| follows— 


| “The result of the inquiry is not altogether 
| satisfactory. For instance, the Court remarks 
| that sand ballast appears to be the only materia! 


| for the purpose obtainable at Rouen, and, 














id 


ae 
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therefore, in this instance must be considered 
proper ballast. Does sand ballast become a 
proper material to employ merely because 
there is no other? Then we read that ‘it 
would undoubtedly have been far safer had 
the sand ballast been carried in bags, but this 
method of stowage does not seem to be custom- 
ary in the case of vessels leaving the port of 
Rouen.’ Again, it may be asked whether it 
really matters what the custom at Rouen is 
if it is a wrong and improper custom? [If it 
is unsafe, as the Court suggests, to carry sand 
in bulk, instead of in bags, on a voyage of this 
description, is it not better to say so out and 
out, and to be done with it? We regard this 


judgment as singularly feeble, and as calcu- | 
lated to suggest the inquiry whether it is really | 


{21 Juny 1905} 





worth while going to the expense of these in- | 


vestigations if their practical consequences 
are to be so limited.” 


I give these remarks because they are 
the more significant owing to the line of 
strong opposition to me on the point of 
insufficient ballasting which has invari- 
ibly been pursued by Lloyd's Shipping 
frazette. 


Subsequent to the inquiry into the 
accident to the “County of Anglesea,” 
Liovd’s agent at Rouen made some 


rather astonishing revelations in a letter | 
he addressed to the Shipping Gazette. At | 


the Board of Trade inquiry at Liverpool 
the Court were led to suppose that ballast 


at the port of Rouen. 
at Rouen stated, however, that there 
was plenty of other ballast there, and the 


| twentieth 
|sailors are thrown away. 
other than silver sand was not obtainable | 
Lloyd’s agent | 


supplv and cost of it compared favourably | 


He 


with that of the neighbouring ports. 


informed the public that, as a matter of | 


fact, the ballast which was carried on 
the “County of Anglesea” was, in 


1506 


in the interest of the underwriters and safety 
of life at sea it should be loaded in accordance 
with strict regulations and the supervision of 
a recognised authority.” 


Committee, 


Here vour Lordships have the views of 
an expert actually on the spot, and who 
had the “County of Anglesea” under 
his observation before she sailed. 


I ask in all confidence whether we 
should continue to run contrary to such 
views ¢ It is not as if the subject had 
any complication or difficulty about it ; 
and the Board of Trade can adopt the 
necessary measures just as they did in 
the case of grain cargoes, where the danger 
of shifting is exactly similar. In furnish- 
ing vour Lordships with the necessary 
details I have been compelled to trespass 
longer on your forbearance than I would 
otherwise wish. Not an atom of doubt 
exists as to the necessity of loose ballast 
being properly secured, but, unfor- 
tunately, there are shipowners who, to save 
money, will not take the necessary safe- 
guards. Their own lives are not at stake, 
and in nineteen cases out of twenty 
the wheel of fortune turns favour- 
ably for them. Then comes along the 
vase when the lives of our 
Their wives 
and families are cast on the world, whilst 
the shipowner’s loss comes out of the 
underwriter’s pocket. Last year I had 


'the qualified support of the noble Earl 


the Leader of the Opposition, and also 
of the noble Marquess the Leader of the 
House. I trust that on this occasion 


I shall have a still stronger measure of 


‘ealitv, cargo on which no freight was | 


paid and was loaded free of charge to 
the ship. We therefore see where the 
economy comes in in this case. I made it 


their support. I am simply asking that, 
for the greater protection of life at sea, 


/a recommendation coming from a Com- 
|mittee of vour Lordships’ House shall 


my business to communicate with Lloyd's | 


agent at Rouen, and he was good enough 
to supply me with the following informa- 
tion— 


Silver sand is often supplied here to sailing 


| of Trade. 


vessels desiring ballast, and, naturally, as the | 


same is placed on board, trimmed, and dis- 
‘harged free of expense to the ship, this ballast 
‘is much sought after. As I stated in my letter 


have the respect it demands at the hands 
of the Marine Department of the Board 
I do not think I am unreason- 
able in this, and I hope that with the 
support of vour Lordships we shall soon 
sce that disasters at sea from the shifting 
of loose ballast are things of the past. I 


' beg to move the Motion standing in my 


to the Gazette the sand, as far as the ship is | 
‘oncerned, may be considered as ballast, but 


t is, in reality, cargo which the owners take 


the opportunity of getting transported free of | 
I am | 


expense to the destination of the ship. 


ot opinion, taking into consideration the nature | 


of the sand, that when the same is shipped as | “4 nae 
tions to prevent the shifting of under-deck 


tallast and therefore not an entire cargo taken, 


hame, 


Moved to resolve, “‘ That, in the 
opinion of this House, the Board of Trade 
should now take the necessary steps in 
carrying out the recommendation of the 
Light Load-line Committee that regula- 
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ballast carried by merchant vessels should , 


be drawn up and_ enforced.”—(Lord 
Muskerry.) 


*ToHeE UNDERSECRETARY or 
STATE ror tHE COLONIES (The 
Duke of Martporovucu): My Lords, I 
have listened with great attention to the 
speech of the noble Lord who has moved 
this Motion. I will not follow him 
through the various remarks he made, 
but I must take exception to one state- 
ment which fell from him—to the effect 
that the Board of Trade had treated in 
a contemptuous manner recommenda- 
tions of a Committee of your Lordships’ 
House. Many of your Lordships are 
intimately acquainted with the workings 
of the great Departments of State, and I 
am sure I am expressing the views of 
those who have that intimate knowledge 
when I say that they never on any con- 


‘LORDS} 


sideration ignore or neglect the recom- | 


mendations which a Committee of your 
Lordships’ House make to them. I 
therefore heard with some feelings of 
regret the somewhat strong criticism 
which the noble Lord thought it necesary 
to deliver at the head of the Board of 
Trade. 


Lorp MUSKERRY : Not at the head 
of the Board of Trade, but the Marine 
Department. 


*THE Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: 
It is exactly the same thing. Let me 
remind your Lordships what was the 
recommendation of the Committee on 
this subject. The Committee, at the 
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to be unsafe by reason of insufficient or 
improperly-secured ballast. They issued 
warnings on the subject to shipowners, 
to masters, to the associations of 
shipowners, to shipbuilders, and to 
registry societies, local marine boards, 
and other bodies. Indeed, a Paper has 
been laid on the Table of your Lordships 
House, and is no doubt in the possession 
of the noble Lord himself, showing the 
action taken by the Board ot Trade with 
regard to the recommendations of the 
Select Committee, and a perusal of that 
document will show that the Board ot 
Trade at once took action upon the 
Report. The Committee further recom- 
mended that it was the duty of the Board 
of Trade to apply at once to Parliament 
if they considered an extension of their 
powers necessary in the public interest. 
I have to inform the noble Lord, on be- 
half of the Board of Trade, that they do 
not consider it necessary to ask Parliament 
for an extension of their powers. There 
are, as the noble Lord is aware, the widest 
and fullest powers granted in the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act to the detaining 
officers and surveyors. 


The noble Lord is, I have no doubt, 
familiar with the provisions of that 
Act, and I will not trespass on your 
Lordships’ time by reminding vou of the 


| powers which the detaining officers and 
| surveyors possess; but I may say that 
‘they have ample powers of dealing with 


the sending of unseaworthy ships to sea. 


| This offence is considered a misdemeanour, 


conclusion of their Report, stated that | 


they confidently relied upon the Board 
of Trade to use the powers already con- 
ferred upon them by Parliament to pre- 
vent the improper or insufficient ballast- 
ing of ships. 


Lorp MUSKERRY : 
Duke read further on, 


Will 


the noble 


| thoroughly 
‘the ships leaving our ports. 


*THE Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I) 


will come to that presently. On that 
recommendation the Board of 
issued special instructions to their survey 
staff to exercise most carefully the wide 
powers already possessed by them with 


Trade | 


and they have power to deal with it. 
They also have powers with regard to 
the obligation of shipowner to crew 
with respect to reasonable efforts to 
secure seaworthiness, and powers to 
detain unsafe ships. In fact, there ts 
regular machinery in existence, unde: 
the Merchant Shipping Act, by which 
provisions have been created enablir . 
the detaining officers and surveyors to 
superintend and examine 
I gathet 
from the remarks of the noble Lord 
that he does not quarrel with the powers 
possessed by these officers, but would 
like, in addition, that they should be 
given specific regulations which they 
could enforce in the exercise of theu 
duty. Iam informed that the Board of 


regard to the detention of ships deemed | Trade do not in any way consider this 
Lord Musherry. 








¢ 


4 


4 
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necessary. Furthermore, they are con- 
firmed in their opinion when the list of 
casualties which have happened to ships 
in ballast is examined, 


The noble Lord dwelt eloquently on the 
loss of life; I am sure we all regret that 
loss of life. But I must remind the 
House that in the seventeen years down 
to 1901 the average number of vessels 
lost each year in ballast was fifty-nine, 
and the average number of lives 
lost, ninety-nine ; but in the four years 
from 1901 these figures have fallen to 
thirty-eight and fifty-nine respectively, 
that is to say, with regard to vessels 
there has been a reduction of 35 per cent., 
andwith regard to loss of life a reduction 
of 40 per cent. That seems to me to 
show that the measures which have been 
taken by the Board of Trade’s detaining 
officers and survevors have had the effect 


of producing the results which the 
Committee over which the noble Earl 


the Leader of the Opposition presided 
aulmed at. I gather that it was the 
view of the Committee that only when it 
was shewn that the powers possessed 
hy the Board of Trade were insufficient 
to grapple with this problem would it 
be advisable for them to apply to Parlia- 
ment for an extension of those pow.rs. 
Since the loss of ships and of life has been 
so materially and considerably reduced 
the Board of Trade are of opinion that 
the powers they have been 
proved to be adequate to grapple with 
the problem of the shifting of ballast, 


possess 


and they do feel some confidence that ' 


they are producing the results which the 
Committee desired without asking from 
Parliament an extension of their powers. 


Kart SPENCER: My Lords, as the 
noble Duke referred to me as having been 
Chairman of this Committee, I feel it right 
to say a few words. There was a doubt 
expressed as to whether the Committee 
had power to inquire into this question of 
under-deck ballast, but in our instructions 
we were clearly directed to consider 
whether, and to what extent, British ships 
were sent to sea in an unseaworthy 
condition by reason of their being in- 
sufficiently or improperly _ ballasted. 
That, I contend, gave full power to the 
Committee to investigate this matter. 
The noble Duke has answered to some 


{21 Juny 1905} 


Committee. 1510 


extent the speech of my noble friend, 
who was also a member of the Committee, 
and who has followed up this subject 
with the greatest possible assiduity in 
the interests of the merchant service. 
It is curious, but a paragraph will be 
found in our Report showing that the 
Board of Trade declared that their de- 
taining officers, although they frequently 
warned owners and masters whose vessels 
appeared to be improperly or insuffi- 
ciently ballasted, had never detained 
ships sailing in that condition. I am not 
sure whether that still remains the case. 
[I understand that it does, and that they 
do not detain ships. The noble Duke 
informed the House that the number of 
lives and ships lost on account of in- 
sufficient or improper ballasting was 
less now than when we were inquiring 
into the matter. I am very glad to hear 
that. I quite admit it is not always easy 
to account for the loss of a ship, and it 
may not be proved that the ship was lost 
entirely on account of insufficient and 
improper ballasting. I certainly have 
no reason to alter the opinion which the 
Committee formed—I do not know 
whether Lord Muskerry joined us in it— 
that we did not think the necessity of 
fresh legislation had been proved ; but 
I sincerely trust that the Board of Trade 
will be more active than they were. 
There have been a good many ships 
found improperly ballasted, and I should 
like to ask why the Board of Trade do not 
detain those ships. This is a most im- 
portant matter, and I would press on the 
Board of Trade the necessity of urging 
their officials to do all they can to prevent 
insufficiently and badly-ballasted vessels 
from going to sea. 


*Toe Duke or MARLBOROUGH : 
I may tell the noble Earl, for his informa- 
tion, that not a single case has occurred 
in which it has been found necessary 
for the officers of the Board of Trade to 
detain a ship. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 
should like to say a few words in reply. 
I would recall to your Lordships the 
statement of the late Lord Norton in this 
House, that if one sailor’s life was lost 
from a cause which legislation could 
prevent, that legislation should be passed. 
I have said nothing about the proposed 
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legislation for a light load-line, but have 
referred entirely to the regulations which 
the Committee recommended should be 
made by the Board of Trade to prevent 
the shifting of under-deck ballast carried 





by merchant vessels. The Board of 
Trade have not drawn up and en- 
forced such regulations — regulations 


not for telling owners and captains 
they ought to secure that their ships are 
properly ballasted, but for seeing that 
that is done. When grain cargoes are 
shipped the Board of Trade do take 
precautions. They see that proper 
shifting boards are there, and that the 
grain is toned down so that the cargo 
shall not shift. But they have not 
taken any precautions as yet against 
the shifting of loose ballast. They 
have not carried out the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee of your Lordships 
House. The noble Duke defended the 
Board of Trade very well indeed, but 
I must take exception to his statement 
that they have done all in their power in 
this matter ; for they have not. I quite 
agree that they need not get fresh powers ; 
they could do what is required without, 
but they have not done so. I shall 
press my Motion to a division. 


Eart SPENCER: Perhaps I ought to 
say that if the noble Lord goes to a 
division I am afraid I shall not be able 
to divide with him, as I do not think he 
has sufficiently proved his case. 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


ALIEN APPRENTICES ON BRITISH 
SHIPS. 
Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 


rise to ask whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are aware of the fact that it is 
becoming a common practice for British 
sailing ships to carry apprentices who 
are foreigners; if so, whether, in their 
opinion, it is not probable that on com- 
pletion of their qualifying time these 
foreign apprentices will present, them- 
selves for examination for certificates 
enabling them to officer and command 
British vessels; whether they propose 
to take any steps in the matter; and 
whether they are keeping statistical 


records as to the numbers of alien appren- 
Lord Muskerry. 


{LORDS} 





1512 


(Ireland) Bill. 


|tices who are engaged by British ship- 
owners. 


*Tue Duke or MARLBOROUGH: My 
Lords, I have to inform the noble Lord, 
in reply to his first Question, that it is 
a fact that a certain number of foreign 
apprentices are carried on British ships. 
The number has not greatly varied in 
recent years, and last year—1904—the 
foreign apprentices numbered only forty- 
five out of a total of 1,167. As to the 
second (Question, it is not possible to 
state definitely the object for which 
these apprenticeships are entered into, 
but no doubt in some cases it may be 
with a view of obtaining certificates in 
our mercantile marine. In other cases 
it is probably with a view of gaining 
experience in sailing ships which may not 
be available to them in the countries of 
which they are natives. 


PUBLIC ROADS (IRELAND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THe Eart or, DUNRAVEN: My 
Lords, the object of this Bill, which has 
come up to your Lordships from the 
other House, is to give to county councils 
in Ireland powers which are possessed 
by county councils in Great Britain. 
It provides that where extraordinary 
damage is done to roads by extraordinary 
traffic, or vehicles of excessive weight, 
county councils shall have power to 
recover from the persons who have caused 
the excessive damage. There is, of 
course, the usual right of appeal, and a 
limitation of time within which proceed- 
ings can be taken. Several Amendments 
were moved to the Bill in the other 
House by the Attorney - General for 
Treland, and were accepted; the Bill 
passing without opposition. The Bill, 
as I have said, merely gives to county 
councils in Ireland the same powers in 
this respect as are enjoyed by county 
councils in Great Britain, and I hope 
your Lordships will consent to the Second 
Reading. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2°.°—(The Earl of Dunraven.) 
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THE LORD PRESIDENT or tue 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mar- 
quess of Lonponperry): My Lords, 
I have to say, on behalf of His Majesty’s 
(rovernment, that there is no objection 
to the Second Reading of this Bill. But 
while we accept the principle of the Bill 
on Second Reading, we reserve to our- 
selves the right to move Amendments 
should it be thought necessary to do so at 
a subsequent stage. 


On Question, Bill read 2", and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday next. 


DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Read 3" (according to order), with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


[THE POSITION OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

THe Marevess oF RIPON, who had 
the following Motion on the Paper— 
“To call attention to two Papers recently 
presented on the subject of Indian 
Army administration, and to move for 
further Papers,” said: My Lords, after 
what took place last night in the House 
of Commons it seems to me that it is not 
advisable that I should bring forward a 
discussion of such importance to the 
interests of India as that which I had 
intended to submit to your Lordships, 
and I shall therefore not proceed with 
the Motion on this occasion, but will 
bring it forward on a future day as soon 
as I see an opportunity. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): The noble Marquess, of 
course, is entitled to put down his 
Motion for any day that is convenient to 
him. Atthe same time I must say that I 
do not entirely follow the train of thought 
which leads him to believe that no 
useful discussion can take place in your 
Lordships’ House on a matter of very 
great public interest because of events in 
the other House. 


Ear SPENCER: I shall not make 
anv comment now on what the noble 
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Marquess has said, but I propose to ask 
him a Question on the adjournment of 
the House. 


Moved, “That this House do now 
adjourn.” —(The Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I venture 
to ask the noble Marquess a Question 
of which I have given him private 
notice. I had intended to put the 
Question at half-past four, but the 
noble Marquess was detained elsewhere 
at that hour. I should have been con- 
tent merely to ask the Question of which 
I had given notice—namely, whether the 
noble Marquess had anything to tell the 
House in regard to the position of the 
Government in consequence of the vote 
which took place in another place last 
night—but when Lord Ripon said that 
he should postpone the consideration 
of the important matter which he had 
intended to bring forward the noble 
Marquess rather implied that that vote 
last night had very little effect on your 
Lordships’ House, and that this House 
could with advantage, discuss any impor- 
tant matter that might be brought before 
it. I venture to challenge the noble 
Marquess’s contention; and I think 
that here I might claim the support of 
the noble Duke who gave notice earlier 
that he proposed to postpone the Motion 
of which he had given notice for Monday. 
That vote last night has made a very 
important difference in the position of 
His Majesty’s Government. I do not 
know whether the noble Marquess can 
inform us what the Government is going 
to do: I am not going to press that 
question; but I would point out that 
the vote last night in another place was 
taken on a matter of great importance— 
in fact, upon the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government in Ireland—and that the 
Government were defeated, not in a 
snap division, but somewhere about 
twelve o'clock, when a whip had been out, 
and all preparations for a division had 
been previously made. I do think that 
that is a very serious matter, and that 
it puts His Majesty’s Government in 
a very serious position. Of course, we 
know that there are various alternatives. 
The noble Duke mentioned two, and the 
noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack 
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ald that there was a third. 
hardly imagine what that can be. 


I can 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 


of Hanspury : The nobles Earl is 
mistaken. I did not say there was 
another. I said that I did not agree 


that the alternative mentioned by the 
noble Duke was the only alternative. 


Eart SPENCER: I think that the 
Government may be said to be in a semi- 
animate position at the present moment, 
until they have been reanimated and 
revivified by a vote, and have become 
again a Government with, I suppose, a 
majority in Parliament. I think that 
what I have said is sufficient to justify 
me in declaring that His Majesty’s 
Government is not in that position of 
influence now which would enable them 
to give a decisive and important Answer 
to any Question which may be brought 
before them. That is the first Question 
I should like to ask the noble Marquess, 
and I should also like to know what 
business he proposes to the House for 
next week. 


*THE Maraqurss or LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, the noble Earl was 
good enough to say just now that he was 
going to ask me a Question of which he 
had given me private notice. He may 
have done so, but I have not received it. 


Eart SPENCER. I am very sorry, 
but I sent a note to the noble Marquess’s 
house, and I rather gathered from his 
gesticulation when he came in that he 
had received it. J sent it this morning. 


*THE, Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
T am ;glad to have cleared up 
the misunderstanding, but I have not 
received the note, although I was at my 
own house until nearly two o’clock this 
afternoon. The noble Earl’s Question, 
as he called it, consisted in great measure 
of a disquisition upon the position in 
which your Lordships’ House finds itselt 
in consequence of an adverse vote 
in the other House of  Parlia- 
ment. My Lords, that is a question 
into which I am certainly not going to 
enter. I will only say in reference to 
wlLat fell from me just now in answer to 


Earl Spencer. 
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Lord Ripon that the only argument 
which I intended to use was that, so far 
as my apprehension went, there was no 
reason whatever why, on account of an 
adverse division in the House of Commons, 
the House of Lords should not discuss 
the extremely important question which 
the noble Marquess had put on the Notice 
Paper. I still for the life of me cannot 
see any reason why the noble Marquess 
should not deliver his comments and we 
should not deliver our explanations, 
because the noble Marquess has not, 
after all, put down any notice of Motion 
on the Paper, but proposed merely to 
call attention to the correspondence. 


of the Government. 


Now,‘I should say that the whole of the 
noble Earl’s proceeding was of the most 
irregular description. I have always 
understood that in this House, either 
under the Standing Orders or in accord- 
ance with well-established rules of busi- 
ness, we were not in the habit of 
commenting upon the proceedings in 
progress elsewhere, and the whole of the 
noble Earl’s speech therefore seems to 
me to be of a somewhat unusual 
description. Then he asked me whether 
Ican make any statement in regard to 
the course of business next week. If 
the noble Earl has been paying atten- 
tion to these proceedings he must have 
seen that the Prime Minister has 
announced his intention of making a 
statement in the House of Commons 
next Monday. 


Eart SPENCER: No. 


*THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
The noble Earl has not seen that 4 


Eart{SPENCER : Oh, yes, yes, I beg 
pardon. 


*THEe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 
was going to say that the noble Earl 
must have taken singularly little pains to 
make himself acquainted with the facts otf 
the case. But that being so, the Prime 
Minister having announced to the House 
of Commons and the public that he will, 
on behalf of His Majesty’s Government, on 
Monday next makea statement, a state- 
ment which obviously must be of a most 
important character, upon this subject, 


surely the noble Earl cannot expect me 
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Questions. 


that statement by a premature account | CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


given by myself of the intentions of His | 
Majesty’s Government. I must respect- | 
fully—I shall never deal with the noble | 
Earl otherwise than respectfully—I must | 
respectfully decline to answer the Question 
which he has asked me. 





On Question, Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at half-past Five | 
o'clock to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 21st Jwy, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. | 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RIVER 
COLONY. 

Copy presented, of Further Corres- | 
pondence relating to Affairs in the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colony [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


WEST AFRICA. 

Copy presented, of Returns of the 
Revenue and Expenditure (Actual and 
Estimated) of the West African Colonies 
and Protectorates for the years 1885 to | 
1905-6 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Tible. 


| solicitor of 
|informed by 
| before coming to any decision as to the 


Sale of the Tenant's Interest in Termon 
Holding on the King-Harman Estate. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 


| sioners can state which official or other 


person employed by them was respon- 
sible for informing the representatives of 


'the National Bank that the proposed 


Sale by them to ex-County Inspector 
Scott of the tenant’s interest in the 


|Termon holding on the King-Harman 


Estate could not be proceeded with ; and 
whether the Estates Commissioners 
sanctioned this proceeding, and, if so, 
fo what reason , 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
the National Bank was 


the Commissioners that, 


proposed sale to Mr. Scott, they would 


'have an inspection and inquiry made. 


Inquiry was made accordingly by their 
inspector, and, on his report, the Come 


' missioners decided to acquire the lands 


themselves in order to enlarge adjacent 
holdings. The lands were accordingly 
purchased by the Commissioners as 
untenanted land, and, upon the re-sale, 
twelve acres and a house were offered 
to Mr. Scott, but were refused by him. 


The Irish Land Act, 1903. 
Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 


'Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what is 
the total amount of money applied 
for since The Land Act, 1903, came 


UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BILL. 


Copy presented, of the Unemployed 
Workmen Bill, showing how the Bill 
would run if the Amendments, of which 
Mr. Gerald Balfour has given notice, 
were made in it [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


into operation to the present date; 
what is the aggregate rental of the 
holdings for ‘he purchase of which the 
advances are sought; also the Poor 


_Law valuation of the lands compris- 


ing such holdings, exclusive of other 
hereditaments thereon; what amount of 


‘land stock the Treasury would require 


| to float at the same rate of discount as 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Chamber of London. Annual Accounts | 
of the Chamberlain of London for the | 
vear 1904 [by Act]: to be printed. [No. 


259. | | 


‘the last flotation in order to meet the 
advances applied for plus the bonus and 


any other charges borne by the State; 
and how many years purchase of the 
rental and valuation respectively would 
the amount required represent. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I beg 


to refer the hon. Member to the general 
statement on this subject which I made 
in Committee of Supply on the Land 
Commission Vote yesterday. 


Assistant Clerks of over Six and 
under Ten Years Service in Public 
Departments. 


Mr NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he will state the number of 
assistant clerks (new class) of over six 
Years service, but not exceeding ten 
years, now serving in the public depart- 
ments; and also to state what actual 
benefits under the recent scheme these 
clerks at present enjoy. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 1 
have not the details desired by the 
hon Member. As regards the second 
portion of his Question, I would refer 
him to my reply on the 17th instantf. 


Exclusion of Foreign Prison-Made Goods. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether there has been any 
increase in the amount of foreign 
prison-made goods excluded since his 
last statement; and, if so, will he state 
the amount. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
There has been no increase since my 
last statement. 


CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Granr Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair]. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs):. I rise for the 


purpose of moving that you, Mr. Chair- 
man, do report Progress. J] do not imagine 
that the situation requires explanation. 
The short discussion last night showed 
that there was a strong feeling on the 
part of many Members of the House 
that the House should adjourn until 





+ See page 859. 
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Monday, and I hope that a night's 
reflection will have brought to the same 
conclusion many of those who on the 
spur of the moment did not realise the 
necessity of that course. Sir, His 
Majesty’s Government is now consider- 
ing with due solemnity and deliberation 
the question whether they should retain 
their offices. They have until Monday 
for that purpose. It is almost unseemly, 
as it seems to me, for the House of 
Commons to be invited to transat 
business during what is substantially, if 
not really and ultimately, an interregnum. 
On the occasion, a few years ago, when 
a Vote in Supply caused the resignation 
of the Government of which I was a 
member, that event happened on a 
Friday, so that there was a convenient 
Saturday and the early part of Monday 
for the consideration of the position of 
the Government. That is not literally 
to be quoted as a positive precedent for 
this case, but I am sure that on con- 
sideration the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House must have seen 
that it is at once the most dignified 
course, and the course most in 
accordance with usage and with the 
general conception of the prevailing re- 
lations between the House and the 
Ministry, and I think he must have come 
to the conclusion that it is better that 
we should adjourn until Monday. I 
earnestly hope with regard to the Bill 
on which we are engaged that it is in 
no danger whatever of being lost by 
lapse of time. It has been subjected to 
many delays, but the parts of the Bill 
which are really urgent and necessary 
for the purpose of maintaining peace 
and restoring the general principles of 
equity in Scotland have already passed 
through Committee in this House, and I 
feel perfectly certain that there will be 
no idea of endangering the fate of that 
measure if we miss this day, which has 
come to it accidentally, and suspend the 
proceeditigs of the House until Monday, 
when we shall have a statement from the 
Government as to the course they intend 
to pursue. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Chairman do report Progress 
and ask leave to sit again.”—(SirH, 
Campbell-Bannerman.) 
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LORD ov tHE TREASURY (Mr, A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.); If I dissent 
in important particulars from the recom- 
mendation made by the right hon. 
Gentleman, I think I shall do so on 
grounds which will appeal to him and 
to those who sit behind him. He touched 
lightly upon precedent, and especially 
the precedent in which he and his friends 
were nearly concerned, the cordite Vote 
of 1895. But if he will remember, on 
that occasion the Government of the 
day did proceed with business up to 
the very limits allowed by the Standing 
Orders of the House. They adjourned 
Supply and they continued to deal 
with the Bill which I should certainly 
be reluctant to take to-day, because I 
regard it as too controversial, But they 
did not regard it apparently as contro- 
versial in 1895, and they went on with 
the Naval Works Bill after their defeat 
in supply. 


Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Will the right hon. Gentleman excuse 
my interfering. They followed the 
business of the day, and they transacted 
che business of the day, as we did last 
night after this vote was taken. We 
went through the Orders of the Day. 
So did the Government of 1895. But 
that is a very different thing from hav- 
ing an entirely new day, with new matter 
before it, interpolated between the event 
and the decision to which that event 
gives rise. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: It is quite a 
new view Of operative business in this 
House that the reading through of the 
(Orders of the Day by the Speaker in the 
Chair, and the Treasury Whip saying 
“To-morrow,” or “ This day,” or ‘ This 
day week,” should be regarded as trans- 
ecting the business of the House in the 
sense which alone is relevant to this 
discussion. The fact is, that after the 
defeat of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Government in 1895, they proceeded to 
carry on legislation. They certainly 
carried on legislation on the same day. 
I have some reason to think they car- 
ried on legislation even on the Monday. 
A friend of mine who has refreshed 
his memory in regard to this transaction 


so informs me. Therefore the analogy 
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breaks down in every particular. In 
fact, the analogy conclusively proves that 
the House of Commons is in a fit state 
to do the business in the interval 
between the vote and the time when 
the Government make the announce- 
ment to the House of the course 
they intend to pursue. I shall not ask 
the House to take business of a Party 
character to-day. I do not say that I 
should not be justified in doing so, but 
I shall not think of doing so as a matter 
of fact. I shall not press the House 
to work through the Orders of the Day, 
but I do think it would be extremely 
inconvenient if we were not to take this 
opportunity to go on with a Bill which 
is in no sense a Party measure, which 
has received a very large measure of 
support from both sides of the House, 
and which it is in the highest degree 
important should be got through its 
remaining stages as quickly as possible. 
Therefore, I would ask the House to 
consider exactly the situation as it is 
presented to us by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, with his facts corrected as I have 
ventured to correct them, from a reference 
to what took place in 1895. According 
to precedent, the House did actually 
legislate in 1895 upon a matter which, 
if not controversial, then hon. Members 
have tried to make as controversial as 
they could ever since. All I am asking 
the House to do in the brief interval 
which will separate the vote of twelve 
o'clock last night from the statement 
which it will be my duty to make at 
half-past two on Monday—and surely 
it is only reasonable that I should ask 
them to do it—is to do business which 
does not arouse Party passion, which 
does not touch the question of resignation 
or non-resignation, but which will prevent 
a Parliamentary day being wasted at 
a moment of the session in which, who- 
ever may be in power, and whoever may 
have the conduct of public affairs, 
Parliamentary days are worth their 
weight in gold. I think it would be 
neither in accordance with precedent 
nor in accordance with common sense 
that the House should refuse to take 
the course I very respectfully urge upon 
it. I think the feeling of the right hon. 
Gentleman is not to throw any obstacle 
in the way of a Bill which, I am sure, 
he desires to see passed, and which all 
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Scottish Members agree in desiring to 


Adjournment 
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of the House. 


Mr. BRYCE: Let me take the 


see passed, and which I think may be| opportunity of saying that my hon. 
passed through what remains of the | friends who are opposed to Clause 5 and 


Committee stage in a very brief time. 
If the House desires after that to adjourn, 
I shall not dissent. 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : Irecollect | 
the occasion in 1885 when the Covern- | 
ment of Mr, Gladstone was unexpectedly | 
defeated. Mr. Gladstone then moved that | 
we should adjourn overthenext day, which | 
was Wednesday and not a Government | 
day, and therefore a day on which 
controversial matters did not arise. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I may re- | 
mind the right hon. Gentleman, what the | 
Government of 1885 was defeated on was 
the Budget, and a defeat on an essential 
part of the Budget, if not always—not | 
perhaps, usually—regarded as decisive of 
the fate of a Government, is at all 
events of much greater importance | 
than a defeat in Committee of Supply. | 


Question put, and negatived. 
Clause 5 agreed to. 
Postponed Schedule agreed to. 


Preamble agreed to. 


Mr. A. J. Baljour. 


| of the moment. 


to the schedule have allowed them to go 
owing to the exceptional circumstances 
It is only right to say 
| that they reserve their right to oppose 
this clause on the Report stage and also 
the questions which in deference to the 
general feeling of the House they do not 
now contest. 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be con- 
sidered upon Monday next, and to be 


printed. [Bill 281.] 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
The farce is ended now. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, 
this House do now adjourn” 


“That 
(Sor A. 


| Acland-Hood) put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty- 
eight minutes after Twelve 
o'clock, till Monday next. 
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House or Lorps. 





litle of Bill. Brought in by 





~Agricultural Rates Act 
1896, ete., Continuance 


Lord Kenyon 


* Aliens Lord Belper 


Coal Mines, Weighing of Lord Newton 


Minerals 


Compensation for Damage Lord Newton 


to Crops 
*Consolidated Fund (No. 2) 


Murquess of Lansdown 


Lord 


Ca nterbury 


Convocations of the Clergy 
[H.L. | 


‘County Courts (Ireland) Lord Ashbourne 


i i 
HLL. | 


Drunkenness (Ireland) Earl of Mayo 


Matrimonial Causes {H.L.] Harl Russell 


Medical Acts (1886) Amend- 
ment 


*My. Speaker’s Retirement 


Public Meetings (Facilities) 
[ 
[H.L. ] 


Public Roads (Ireland) Earl of Dunraven 





Royal Declaration [H.L. | Viscount Landuff 


Shipowners’ Negligence Lord Ludlow 


(Remedies) 


*War Stores Commission Earl of Halsbury 
{ 


| 


Archlishop of 


Progress. 


Read 3“ and passed 11th July 


(220) 


Read 1 20th July (1299) 


Read 2° 13th July (512) 


Committee 2 
aon , j 18th July (1019) 


Read 2" 20th July (1300) 


Royal Assent 11th July (213) 


Second Reading (adjourned) 
14th July (719) 

Read 1“ 14th July (686) 

Read 2" 20th July (1304) 


Read 1“ 10th July (4) 

Read 2¢ 14th July (733) 

gaa 17th July (844) 

Read 3" and passed 21st July 
(1513) 

Read 1 21st July (1500) 


Read 1“ 20th July (1299) 


Royal Assent 11th July (213, 


Report 15th July (5.2) 

Read 3“ and passed 14th July 
(733) 

Read 2" 21st July (1512) 


Read 1“ 10th July (4) 


Read 27 11th July (216) 
Committee 17th July (848) 
Report 20th July (1299) 


Report \ 10th July 
Read 3% and passedj (58) 
Roval Assent 11th Jnlw (213) 
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Advertisement Regulations 
[H.L. ]. 


* Aliens 


Canals (No. 2) 
Carts (Ireland) 


*Churches (Scotland) 


*Crown Lands 


Corporal Punishment e- 


striction 


*East Indian Loans (Rail- 
ways) 


*Education (Scotland) 
*[rish Education (Atticted 
Children) 


*Local Authorites (Trans- 
fer of Treasury Powers) 


*Lunacy 


Medical Act (1886) Amend- 
ment 


*Musical Copyright 


National Monuments in 


Churches 
*Naval Prize [1.1 | 
*Prize Courts [H.L. | 


Public Library Acts Exten- 
sion 


| 
| 





Mr. Bond 


Mr, Akers-L Jougl as 


Sir J, Brunnes 
Mr. Boland 


Mr. Scott Dickson 


Mr. Vietor Cavendish 


Mr, Lloyd Morgan 


Mr. Brodric. 


Mr. Scott Dickson 


Mr. Walter Long 


Mr. Vietor Cavendish 


| Sir PR, Finlay 


Gen. Laurie 


Afr. 


Cochra ne 


Sir B. Lecs 


Sir R. Finlay 
Sir R. Finlay 


Sir J. Rankin 
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Progress. 


Read 1° 17th July (902) 


Committee 10th July (110) 
(163) 

Committee 11th July (289) 
(333) 


Report 17th July (903) (957) 
Report 18th July (1137) 

Read 3° and passed 19th July 

(1257) 

Bill withdrawn 17th July (992) 
Read 1° 17th July (903) 

Read 2° 12th July (415) 
Committee 18th July (1089) 
Committee 21st July (1519) 


Bill withdrawn 17th July (992) 
Read 1° 10th July (110) 

Read 1° 18th July (1164) 
Committee 14th July (745) 


Committee 19th July (1209) 


Read 1’ 11th July (273) 
Bill withdrawn 17th July (992) 


sill withdrawn 18th July (1164) 
Committee | , 13 
Report 10th July (211) 


Read 3° and passed 18th July 
(1164) 


Read 1’ 11th July (273) 


Read 1° 19th July (1193) 


Bill withdrawn 17th July (992) 
Bill withdrawn 18th July (1164) 


Bill withdrawn 17th July (992) 














(B.) House or Commons—continued. 


Title of Bill. 
Public Meetings (Facilities) 
(HLL. | 


Public Schools Act (1861) 


Amendment (Vincent | 


Square) 
Relief of Released Prisoners 
*Sale of Butter 


Supreme Court of Judica- 


ture [reland (No. 1) 


Supreme Court of Judica- 
cature Lreland (No. 2) 


Telegraph Construction 
own Tenants (Ireland) 


Trade Unions 


| 
I. 
| 
| 
| 





Brought in by 


Mr. Paulton 


Dr. Macnamara 


| Major See ly 


Mr. Fellowes 


Mr. Atkinsoi 


Mr. d tthinso, 


| Lord Ntanleu 


| Mr. Patrich O Bris “ 


| Sir A. Hieckmon 


° 
Progress. 








Read 1° 17th July (902) 
Read 2? 19th July (1295) 


Xead 1° 10th July (110) 


Read 1° 17th July (903) 
Bill withdrawn 20th July (1489) 


Read 1° 19th July (1192) 


Read 1° 19th July (1193) 


Bill withdrawn 19th July (1296) 
Report sth July (1166) 


Bill withdrawn 19th July (1295) 
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APPENDIX II. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1905. 


List oF Rutes, Orpers, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


Tn Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. 





eT Date from which | Period to lie upon 
: — the Period runs. the Table. 


Prisons (Seotland),--Copy of Rule made by the Secre- 10 July 40 days 
tary for Scotland as to the Appointment of a Visiting 
Committee to the Prison at Glasgow (Duke Street) 
[40 and 41 Vic., ¢. 53, s. 58] 


Board of Education (Building Regulations),—Copy of | 2 July | One month 
the Building Regulations, being principles to be 

observed in planning and fitting up new buildings for 

Public Elementary Schools, together with Rulesas to | 

construction and certain requirements as to plans | 

[33 and 34 Vic., ¢. 75, s. 97]. 


Shop Hours Act, 1904 (Closing Order— Borough ot 14 July 
Darwen),—Copy of Order made by the Mayor, Alder- 
men, and Burgesses of the Borough of Darwen and 
confirmed by ‘the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department fixing the hours of closing for Hair- 
dressers’ and Barbers’ Shops within the Borough 
[4 Edw. VIL, c. 31, s. 3 (3). 


Union of Benefices Act (Saint Michael, Cornhill, with 19 July | ‘Two months 
Saint Peter le Poor and Saint Benet Fink),—Copy of 
Scheme under The Union of Benefices Act, 1860. for 
etiecting an Union of the Benefices of Saint Michael, 
Cornhill, with Saint Peter le Poor and St. Benet 
Fink) [23 and 24 Vie., «. 142, s. 15). 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—-Copy of Rules and | 20 July | 40 days 
Programme of Examinations for 1906 [41 and 42 Vic., 
c. 66, s. 6). 











